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THE 


FREFEFATE 


HE Dofrine of Tranſubſtantiation maintained 

by our Adyerſaries of the Church of Rome, is 
ſo groſs, and highly repuznant to the firſt prin- 
ciples ; reaſon, and univerſal. ſenſe of mankind, 
that direAly to defend it would be no leſs impoſſible than 
unſucceſsful, Artifices therefore wer& neet[[arily to be in- _ 
vented, which might palliate the deformity of ſo monſtrous 
an Opinion ; and divert inquifitive perſons froma direft ex- 
amination of it, by amuſing them with confident aſſertions 
and extraneous Controverſies. Among theſe, the difference 
of Opinion between the firſt Reformers and preſent Divines 
of the Church of England hath of late been propoſed and 
urged with the greateſt vehemency ; as if the #1 Refor- 
mers had believed ſomewhat equivalent to Tranſubſtantia- 
tion ; and our preſent Divines, by aſſerting no other than a 
fgurative Preſence of the material Body of Chriſt, had de- 
generated from the belief of their Forefathers. 

We might juſtly admire the unreaſonable confidence of 
thoſe men, who are not aſhamed to propoſe ſo manifeſt and 
groſs a falſhood, and efteem it the higheſt folly ; if we did 
not remember that it is taken up to defend a deſperate Cauſe, 
which admits no better Remedies, Can any Man in his 
right wits believe that ſo many hundred Martyrs ſhould 
ſuffer death, and ſpend their blood for ſo inconſiderable a 
micety, as was the difference between them and their Perſe- 
cutors in the Dottrine of the Euchariſt, if theſe late Repre- 
ſenters may be believed > That both Parties ſhould pert 
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The PREFACE. 
fo earneſtly and vehemently againſt each other, and yet af- 
ter all agree in the main 2 That the Romith Biſhops ſhould 
treat the Reformers as Hereticks for denying Tranſubſtan- 
tiation ; and the Reformers lay down their Ives rather than 
acknowledge it ; and yet neither the firſt to have defined it 
to be true, mor the laſt believed it to be falſe > Such crude 
Poſitions can find no entertainment, but in a mind already 
fitted to recerve Tranſubſtantiation It ſelf, that is, devoid 
of Senſe and Reaſon. 
If we enquire the Reaſons and Arguments, wherewith 
our Adverſaries maintain ſuch incredible and extravagant 
aſſertions, we ſhall find them to be no other than theſe, That 
the firſt Reformers taught and aſſerted a Real Preſence of 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt in the Sacrament ; T1 hat they 
maintained the Body and Blood to be verily and indeed ta- 
ken and received by the. faithful Communicants ; That they 
frequently affirmed the. natural and ſubſtantial Body of 
Chriſt, that very Body which was taken by him of the Vir- 
gin Mary, to be. preſent in_ the Sacrament. Theſe very 
expreſſions are at this day uſed ' by the Divines of the 
Church of England ; whow yet our Adverſaries pretend to 
have departed from the belief of their Forefathers in this 
matter : So that if they prove the firſt Reformers to have 
believed a material . preſence of Chriſt's Body, they will 
prove our Preſent Divines 'to believe the ſame. For the 
whole Controverſy will come to this iſſue, Whether they be- 
lieved any material Preſence of Chriſf's Body, or any part 
of it, either by converſion, ſubſtitution, 'or union 2 If they 
poſtrvely diſowned this, as moſt certainly they did; then 
whatſoever expreſſions they might uſe, they could believe 
no other than a figurative Preſence of Chriſt's Body properly 
fo called ; which our Adverſaries now traduce under the 
zame of Zuinglianiſm.. -A4nd., indeed, if we give - them 
leave to explain themſelves,. they tell us, 'T hat in ſuch ex- 
* .Preſſions 
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preſſions they aſe the terms of Real Preſence, Nature and 
' Subſtance, not as Philoſophers, but as Divines ;. and that by 
denyingithe Euchariſt to be a figure only, or a naked figure, 
they mean no. more, than that it is a true and real commu: 
nication of the virtues and benefits of his Body, not only a 
meer. figurative commemoration of them, which is the true 
»otion of - Zxanglhianiſm. ; wa 
To prove this, and indicate the: honour of the firſt Re- 
formers and modern Divines of ' our Church, 'and demon- 
ftrate the intire conformity of - the belief of both; it is 
thought convenient to cauſe ſome one Treatiſe of the 'firſt 
Reformers concerning this Subjett to be Reprinted, that ſo 
every one might judge for himſelf, whether the-pretenſions 
of our Adverſaries be indeed true and juſt ; or rather the 
Preſent is intirely conformable to the On Dodrine of 
the Church of England. T6 this end, among all the Wris 
tings of the firſt Reformers, this Treatiſe of Biſhop Ridley, 
which we here publiſh, will conduce moſt, by reaſon of the 
reat and eminent Authority: of the Author, which was ſo 
highly conſiderable beyond that of any other Reformer, that 
he may juſtly be eſteemed the Standard of the Dofrine of 
the Church of England at that time. - Not only the aſſu- 
rance of his great learning and eminent ſtation in the Church, 
renders this probable ; but that great part which he had 
in managing the Affairs of the Retormation, and the ex- 
traordinary deference paid to his Authority, and truſt re: 
poſed in him by all Convecations, and the whole body of the 
Reformers, demonſtrate it. None can reaſonably be put in 
competition with him, except Archbiſhop Cranmer ; and he 
alfo in his diſputation at Oxtord profeſſed, that he recei- 
ved his Opinion concerning the Euchariſt from Biſh»p Rid- 
ley. This the Romiſh Clergy were ſo ſenſible of in the time 
of (Queen Mary, that by a plaufible- calumny they en1-1- 
woured to perſuade the World, that the private opinivi/ © 
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Ridley was the only foundation of the Dodtrine of the oe wh 


Fox's Marty- med Church of England : For Brooks Biſhop of Glocelter, 
rol,,Vol. 3. P- Queen Maries Commiſſioner, diſputing againſt him in the 


425. 


publick Schools qt Oxford, uſed this among other Argu* 
ments, What a weak and feeble ſtay in Religion is this, 
I pray you? Latimer leaneth to Cranmer, Cranmer to 
Ridley, and Ridley to the ſingularity of his own Wit : 
So that if you can overthrow the ſingularity of Rzd- 
leys Wit, then muſt needs the Religion of Craumer 
and Latimer fall alſo. 7o which 7 may add the words 
of Dr. Fecknam, Abbot of Weſtminſter, ' i» his Speech 
in Parliament , Primo Elizabethz, made in defence of 
the Church of Rome, which 1 have ſeen in Manuſcript. 
Dr. Ridley, the notableſt learned of that Opinion in this 
Realm, did ſet forth at Pau/s Croſs the real preſence of 
Chriſt's Body in the Sacrament, with theſe. words, 
which I heard, ſtaying then preſent ; how that the De- 
vil did believe the Sacrament of God was able to make 
of Stones Bread : And we Engliſh people, we do con- 
fefs that Chriſt was the very Son of God, and yet will 
not believe that of Bread he made his very Body Fleſh 
and Blood; wherefore we are worſe than the Devil : 
ſince that our Saviour by expreſs words did-more plain 
ly affirm the fame, when at his laſt Supper he took 
Bread, and faid unto his Diſciples ; Take ye, eat, this is 
my Body, which ſhall be given for you. And ſhortly. after, 
the faid Mr. Doctor Ridley notwithſtanding this moſt 
plain and open Speech at Paul's Croſs, did deny the 
ſame. 

Whether Fecknam hath truly repreſented the words of 
Ridley, 7s uncertain. But from the lat words of this paſs 
ſage it is manifeſt, that ſome, even in that time, taking oc= 
caſion from this Sermen, had charged Biſhop Ridley with aſ- 
ſerting a Material Preſence of Chriſt's Body in the Sacra- 

ment : 
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ment : and that he conſtantly denied himſelf ts have meaut 

or intended any ſuch preſence. In this therefore, and ſuch 

like expreſſions, he intended only (as himſelf aſſures us ) 

zo oppoſe thoſe, who fo lightly eſteemed the Sacrament, ibid. vol. 3. 
as to make of it but a figure. For that but maketh it Þ: 35- 

a bare ſign, without any more profit. But to clear his in- 

tention in this matter o An all remaining ſuſpicion of any 

kind of Material Preſence, I will annex a larger explica- 

tion of it in his own words, in his laſt examination before 

the Queens Commiſſioners, September 30. 1555. 

In like fort, as touching the Sermon, which I made 
at Pauls Croſs, you ſhall underſtand, that there were at 
Pauls, and divers other places, fixed railing Bills againſt 
the Sacrament, terming it Jack of the Box, the Sacra- 
ment of the Halter, Round Robbin, with ſuchlike un- 
ſeemly terms. For which cauſes, I, to rebuke the unreve- 
rend behaviour of certain evil diſpoſed perſons, Preach- 
ed as reverendly of that Matter, as I might, declaring . 
what eſtimation and reverence ought to be given to it ; 
what danger enſued the miſ-handling thereot ; affirming 
in'that Sacrament” to be truly and verily the Body and 

Blood of Chrift, effeQually by Grace and Spirit. Which 
words the unlearned” underſtanding not, ſuppoſed that'l 
had meant of the groſs and carnal being, which the Ro- 
miſh Decrees ſet forth, That a Body having life and mo- 
tion, ſhould be indeed under the ſhapes of Bread and 
Wine. 

This Treatiſe was written by Biſhop Ridley during his 
impriſonment, a little before his death, and ſeveral Copies 
of it diſperſed abroad ; of which, ſome being carried be- 
youd Sea, Dr. Grindall, and other Engliſh Exiles, concei- 
ved a great defire of cauſing it to be tranſlated into Latin, Ibid. p. 374: 
and Printing it. The Biſhop hearing of this, defired that 
by all means they would lay aſide their reſolution, till wn 
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ſhould ſee how God would diſpoſe of him. * Accordingly it 
was omitted till his death. Immediately after his Martyr- 
dom it was Tranſlated into elegant Latin, but in a Para- 
phraſtical way, and Printed at Geneva 1556. in 125. 
The Engliſh Copy was Printed at London 1586. 125. which 
we have now cauſed to be faithfully Reprinted; adding to it 
out of Mr. Fox's Martyrology, divers Speeches, Diſpu- 
tations and Determinations upon the ſame ſubjett, which 
might farther illuſtrate and confirm his Opinion. 

Laſtly, Becauſe the late Biſhop of Oxtord, in his laſt 
Treatiſe, diſputing of the ancient Opinion of the Reformed 
Church of England concerning the Euchariſt, and as his 
Cauſe required it , maintaining the ſame aſſertion with our 
Adverſaries, That ſome material fort of Preſence was then 
believed ; doth mightily urge the Authority of the Learn- 
ed Dr.Poynet, Biſhop of Wincheſter, at that time prope- 
ſed in his DialleAicon ; and becauſe that Book is not in 
Engliſh, I have ſelefted and annexed ſeveral paſſages out 
of it, which may demonſtrate what was indeed his notion of 
the Real Preſence ; That he denied af manner of Materi- 
al Preſence, and perfettly agreeth with Ridley in explain- 
ing the nature Fl it : And conſequently, that he is fouly 
- rg Miſrepreſented or Miſtaken by the Biſhop of Ox- 

ord. 
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RO M. VII. 


For thy ſake are we killed all day long, ard are counted as ſheep apoynted 
to be ſlain, 
Neuertheleſſe, in all theſe thinges we ouercome through him that loue vs. 
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TO LM 


READER. 


Nderſtand good ( Reader ) that this great 

Clark and bleſſed Martyr , Biſhop Nichslas 

Ridley, fought not by ſettinge foorth any no: 

table peece of learned woork, the vaine glo- 

ry of the World, nor temporall treendſhip of men, for 
his preſent aduancement, much leſſe he hunted -heer- 
by for Biſhopricks and Benefices, as al his aduerfaries, 
the enemies of Chriſts Trueth and Ordinance com- 
monly doo : but hauing conſideration of the great 
charge of Soules committed vnto him, and of the ac- 
count thereof, which the Iuſtice of God would require 
at his handes, intending therwithal to be found blam- 
les in the great daye of the Lord, ſeeing he was put a 
parte to defende the Goſpell: He not only forſook 
Landes, Goodes, World, Freends, and himſelfe with 
all, and teſtified the Trueth ſpecified in this Book by 
his learned mouth, in the open preſence of the World : 
but alſo to leaue a ſure Monument and Loue Token 
vnto his Flocke, hee hath regiſtred it by his owne Pen 
in this forme enſuinge, and ſealed it vp with his Blood. 
Foraſmuch then as he hath proued himſelfe no vain 
_ diſputer , no wethercocke, nor hipocrite, ſeeing hee 
&is - hath 


hath willinglye giuen his life for the Trueth, and in 
as much alſo as his loue and moſte conſtant chriſten 
Conſcience ſpeaketh vnto thee ( gentle Reader ) I be- 
feech thee for Chriſts ſake and thine owne, lend him 
thine indifterent hart and pacient hearing, 
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ANY things confounde a weake memov2p: A feto 
places wel wetgbed and percetued, lighten the bn- 
derſtanding. Trueth ts there to be ſearched, where 
it ts certain to be had, though God detb ſpeake the 
trueth by man, yet tn mans wozd, which God bath 
not revealed to be bis, a man may doubt withour miſtruſt tn 
God, Chzifte is the trueth of God revealed bnto man from Þea- 
uen by God htm ſelf, and therefoze in bis wozd the trueth ts ro 
be founde, which is to be embzaced of al that be bis. Chzilt 
biddeth vs aſke, and we ſþall baue: ſearch and we ſþall finde : 
knocke, and tt tail be opened unto bs. Therefoze our Peauen- T4, 6g 
ly Father, the Authoz and fountatn of al truerh, the botromles 1.cjcs es. 
Sea of al bnderſtanding, ſend down te beſech thee, thy bolp 
ſpirit into our barts, and lighten cur bnderſtandinx with the 
beames of thy heaueniy grace» We ask tb& this, D mercifull 
Father, not tn reſpect of our deſerts, but foz thy deere Soune cur 
Sautour Jeſus Chzifts ſake. Thou knoweſt, D beaueniy Fathers 
that tbe controuerſie about the Sacrament of the bleſſ-d bcdy and 
blod cf thy deer Sonne cur Sautour Jeſu Chetfte, hath troubled 
not of late onlre the Churche of England, Fraunce, Germanie, and 
Italye, btit alſo many yers agoe., The fault ts ours (ns dur } 
therfoze, (oz we babe deferued thy plague, But (@D Lozd) be 
mercifull , and releue our miſerte with ſome ligbre of grace, 
Thcu knoweft (D Lozd) how this ticked wozld rol!erh vp and 
down, andreleth to and tro, and careth not wbat thy will is, iſo | # 


it may abide in wealth. Jf trueth baue wealthe, who arg (o 
| Y ſtoute 


Note, 


Math. 26. 
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toute to defende the trueth, as they ? But tf Chziſtescrofſe be 
latd on trueths back, chen they vanith away Rratght, as Ware 
befoze tbe fier. But theſe are not they, © Peauenly Father, 
foz whome J make wy moſte moane, but foz thoſe ſilly ones, D 


' Lozd, which baue a 3eale vnro rhe 2 thoſe J mean, which wold 


and with ro know rby wtl, and yer are lerted, b{iden backe, and 
blinded by che ſubttlrtes of Sathan and bis mtniſters, tbe wick- 
ednes of tbts w2erched wozlbe, and rhe ſin@llJuſts andafectiong 
of 1be fieſþ. Alas Lozd, rbou knoweft thar we be of'our ſelues 
but fleſþ, wberetn there dwelleth notþtng that ts god, Pow then 
is ir peſſible foz man without the (T Loed ) to bnderſtand chy 
rrueth tnded ?2 Can rhe naturail man percetue the wtl of God 2 
(@D Lezd) ro whom tbeu gtueſt a zeale of the, giue em alſo 
( we beſerch the) the knowledge of thy blefſed wil. Suffer not 
them (© Lo?d) bltnds!y"robe led foz toſtetve again thee 2 as 
rbou dtddeft tboſe ( Alas) whtcþ cructfi-d rhtne own Sonne, 'foz- 
giue them (© Len) foe tby deere Wonnes ſake, foz they know 
not what tbey do, They do think (Aias, D Lozd) foz lack of 
knowledge, that chep dw vnco thee gad ſeruice even when again 
rþee rh2y 00 moſte extremelye rage. Remember, © Lozd, ( we 
beſcechrb&) foz whome thy Party; Stephen did Nayes and whome 
thyne boly Apoſtle Paule dtd (o truelye and earneſtipe loue : that 
toz rbetr ſaluarton, þ& wiſþsd himſelt accurſed fox them. UWe-- 
member (D heavenly Father) rhe pzayer of thy deere @onne., our 
Sautour Chziſte bpen the crofſe, when be ſatde bnto rh&, O Fa- 
ther forgiue them, they know not what they doo. Uith rþis « * 
gtuenes, © god Lozd, giue me, I beſzch the, thy grace, 
ber brecfly to ſer fozth the ſarings of thy Sonne our Sautour 
Chetſte, and of bis Evanygeliſtes, and of yis Ypeſties, that-in 
rbts afozeſatd controuerfie, the iigbte of the rructb, by the lan- 
tern of thy woozd, may ſþtne vnro all them that loue thee. 

Df rbe Lo2ds 1aft ſupper doo ſpeak expzeſiye the Euangeliſts, 
Mathew, Mark, and Luke : but none moze platnelye nog moze full 
declarerb rhe ſame, rhen doorb S, Paule, partely in the t 
Cbapter, vur ſpecially tn be x. chaprer of bts firſt epiſtle to the 
Coriathians. As Mathew and Mark dag agree much in woozdes, (0 
doo iikeuwtſe Luke and &, Paule. Sur all tiij. no doubte, as thep 
were ail raught tn one ſcbhs6le, and inſpired with one ſpirit, fo 
raught cbey ai one crueth. Gd grant vs to bnderſtande it wel, 

mean, 

Mathew ſerterh foozth Chziſtes Supper thus, ; 

When cuen was come, he ſat down with the xij. &c. As ay did cat, 
Jeſus rook bread and gave thankes, brake ir, and gaye it to the dilci» 
ples, and ſaide: Take, eat ; chu is my body, And he took the 6. 

: an 
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and gau? thankes,  gaue it to them, ſaying, Driak ye al of this : for 

this 1s my blood of the newe teſtament that is ſhed for many for the re- 

miſſion of finnes, I ſay vato you, I will not drink henceforth of this 

fruit of the vine tree, uncill that daye, when I fhall drink that newe in 

my ſatkers kingdome, And when they had ſayed grace they wear out. 
Nw Mark ſpeaterh tr che. 

And as they eate, Jeſus took bread, bleſſed, and brake, and g2us ts Mark 1 
them and ſaied, tave, eat,this is my body. And too« the cup gaue thaukes, M 
and gaue it tothem, and they all drank of it. And ne 11d ynto them ; 
This is my bloud of the new teſt2ment, which is ſhed for many. Verily 
I ſaye vato you, Iwildrink no more of th- fruit of the yine, yntill that 
day, that Idrink that n-we, in the kingdome of God. 

ere Mathew and Mirk doo ayre not onle fn the matter, twr 
alſo almoſte filly tn the fozme of tw197ds. Ji Mathew , gave 
thankes. Mark bath one weczde., Bleſſed : which tanifireh tn 
this place al! cone. And where Mathew ſatth, Driak ye al cf this, 
Mark faitb, they al drank of it. And where Mathew (atrbe, of this 
fruit of the vine; Mark igauerh our the wouzd this, and (atth, of 
the fruit of the vine, 

Nowlet us ſee likeniſe, what agrement (in fozme cf waozds) 
is betw&ene &, Luke and S. Paule. 

Luke wztreth thus, 

He took bread, gaue thankes, brake it and gaueit to them, ſai ing; [yke 32, 
this is my body which is giuen for you, this doo in remembrance of me. 
Likewiſe alſo when they had ſupped, he took the Cup, ſaying, this Cup 
is the newe Teſtament in my bloud, which is ſhedde for you. 

Satnt Paule ſettetbfoogth tbe Lozds Supper thus, 

The Lord leſus, the ſame night, in the which he was betraied, took 1 Cor. 11, 
Bread, and gaue thankes and brake, and (aide, take, cate, this is my 
body which is broken for you. This doo in remembrance of me, Afeer 
the ſame maner he took the Cup, when ſupper was doon, ſaying, this 
Cup is the new teſtament in my bloud. This doo as often as yee ſhall 
drink it in remembrance ofs me. For as often as ye ſhall eate this 
breade, and drinke this cup, ye ſhall ſhewe the Lords deathe, yntill 
he come. 

Þerre where S. Luke ſaith, which ts given 3 Paule ſaith, tohich 

broken, And as Luke addeth ro the tweezoes of Paule ſpoken of 

Cup which is ſþed frz you, ſo libetotiſe Paule adetb ts the 
wwoozds thereof, this doo, as often as yee ſhall drioke it, in remem-- 
brance of me. The reſt that follsweth tri &+ Paule, both cbere and 
inthe tenth Chapter, perteinerh vnto the rtgbr vie of rbe Lozds 


ak tbe Enangeliſtes and S. Paule haue rehearſed the woozds 
and woozke of Chetſte, whereby be did tnftiture and ozdatne _ 
Pp. 


Note. 
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bely Sacrament of bts bodye and blood to be a perpetuall remem- 
b:ance vnto bis comming agatne of him ſelfe, J ſay that ts of 
bis bsoy gtuen foz vs, andcf hts blocd ſhed fc2 rhe remiſſion of 
finnes. But this remembzance tohich ts thus ozdatned,as the au- 
th2: thereof ts Chetſte, both? G3d and Wan, ſo by the almigbtye 
pewer cf G-d, tt far paſſeth al kindes of remembzznces, that any 
cther nan ts able to make either of btm ſelfe, c2of any other 
thinge» Foz whoſoeber receiueth this holy Sacrament thus oz- 
deined in remembeance cf Chzetſte, be recetuszth rherwith etther 
death cziife, Jnithis (Irriſt) we doo al agree. Foz S. Paule 
ſairb of rhe godly recetuers tn the tenth Chapter of bts firſt Ept- 
ſtile bnro the Corinthians, The Cup of bleſiage, which we bleſle, is it 
not the pertaking or felowſhip of Chriſtes bloud > And alſo ſatthe, 
the Breade which wee break (and meaneth at rhe Lozds Table / 1s 
it nor the partaking or felowſhip of Chriſts body 2 Naw tbe partaking 
of Chziftes body and of his vicod vnto the fattbfull and godly, ts 
the partaking oz felowſhip of itfe and immoztalttile. And agatne 
of the bad and vbngodly recetuers, S. Paule as platnly ſattb thus. 
He that eateth of this bread, and drinketh of this cup vnworthuly, is 
Rilty of the body and bloud of the Lord. 

-D bow neceſſary then tr ts, tf we loue life,” and would eſchue 
deathe, to trye and examine our ſelves, befoze we eate of this 
bzead, and dzink of thts cup, foz els aſſuredly, he that eateth and 


d:inketb rcbereof buwczchiiye, eareth anddzinketb bis own damng-» 


tton, becauſe be eſteemeth not the Lozds body, tbat ts, be reuers 
enceth not the Lozdes bodye with rhe bononr that ts due bnto 


btm. 

Aad that which was ſatide, that with the receite of the bolye 
Sacrament of the bleſſed body and bloud of Chziſte ts recelued of 
eberp one, good and bad, etther life oz death: tr is not ment, that 
thep whiche are dead befoze God, may beerby receive lite : oz the 
liuinge befoze God, can beerby recetue death. 

Foz asnone ts meere to recetue —_— food, wherby the natu- 
ral lite ts nourtſþed, except be be bozne and ltue betoze 3 ſono man 
can fred (by tbe recett cf this hoiyp Sacrament) of the food of erer- 
nail lite, except he be regenerateb and bozne of God befoze, And 
on the other ſide, no man beer recetueth damnatton whiche is not 
dead befoze. Thus betherroo without al dsubt, God is my witneſfſe 
I ſaye ſo far as J doo knowe, there is nacontrouerſie a 
them tlatbe learned, tn the Churcbe of England (concerntnge t 
matter ofthis Sacrament) bur al doo agree, wherber they be new 
oz olde, and to ſpeak plain, and as ſome of them doo odtoufly cal 
either other, wberber rbep be P:oreſtantes, Papiſts, Phartiſies oz 
Goſpellexs. And as all doo agree bithertoo, inthe DE 

|; 9 09 Ny fr VIS | rins : 
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c>rine z ſo all doo deteſte, abhozre and condemne the wicked be- 
reſie of the Mefalonians which otherwiſe be called Eutichets, whtch 
ſaide that tbe-boly Sacrament can neither .doo.no good'noz barme. 
All do aiſs condenne- wicked Anabaptiſtes, which.put no 
difference bertween the Lozdg Table and the Lozds meat, and 
their owne. And becauſe charity would, that we ſpould, (tf it 
be poſſible, and fo far as we-may wiob the.ſauegarde of good con- 
ſcience, and matntenance of. the trueth) agree with all men? 
therfoze me rhinhes it is nct charitablye doon to burthen any man 
( either uewe 02 vide, as thep call them )- further, 1þen ſuch dag 
declare themſelues, to diſſ:nt from that we are perſwaded to be 
trueth, cz pzetend-thertoo to be ,.controucrites, there as none 
A a oa ei 
moze reaſe, the further it art frat 3 
that the true Chziſtian ould deſixe. . 


And again this ts true, that tfueth notber needeth no? tail be What ic is co 
maintained witb lies. Jt ts alſoa trye pzouerb,Thatir is cuen fione lye. 
eo lye ypon the Deuil. Foz gb Ire thou dooff never ſo The Nunde. 


eutls weozke, thou dooft bim 


the ls part» Now whether then they dao e and chart- 
Ee 0 Bd wn 
that thoſe which thus doo teach and beſe 


tbe bolpe Sacrament ( ozdetned bp. 
better then a peece of commen Bzead ; 07 that dooſape, that 


partaking cf 
tetbof that 
e gllty of zbe 


mucb ſpeak againſt rbe Deutl, pet tn that thou lieft in deed thou rous 1 E 
kefſt the D prick and takeſt the Papilts.. 
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Lozds death, aud to eate and d2inke bis owne damnation, be. 
cauſe be etfemerd not tbe Lozds bsdy. All doo'grount, thar 
tbeſe toozds of &. Paule, / wben be ſaith : If we eate. ir aduanta. 
geth vs nothing: or if wee cate not, wee want nothing therby ) gre 
not ſpoken of the Lozds Table, -but of otber common meats. 

- Thus then betberto yer, wwe all agree. Bur nowler bs ſee, 


coarrouerlic wherin the difſentton tand. The vnderftanding cf 
conlifteth. "Trarching 


wherin tt cbeefiye ſtandeth, ts a ſtep to tbe true 

foozthe of the truetb. Foz who can ſeeke well a remedye, if he 
knowe not befoze the diſeaſe ? Jr ts neither to be dented no? dif- 
ſembled, that in the matter of rhis Sacrament there be divers 
tes, wberin men (counted to be tearned) cannot agree. As, 
there be any Tranſubſtonttarton ofthe bzead, oz no: any 
cozporall andcarnall pzeſence of Chziſtes ſubſtance, oz ne. Whe- 
ther (agarion anly bnto God) ts tobe doon bnto tbe Sacra- 
ment o2 no ? and whether Chriſtes bodye be rbere offered in deed 
bnto tbe beauenly Father, by the P:eeffe 02 no? and whetber 
the eutill! manrecetuerþrbe naturall body of Cbzifte oz no. Per 
neuertbeles as ina man diſeaſed tn dtuers partes, commonly the 
oztginall cauſe of ſuch dtuers diſeaſes which is ſpzed abzoad tn rhe 
» doocome from one cheefe member, as from the nomacke, 
om the bead, even fo all five afozeſatd doo cbie fly bange bpon 
cne pigeons which is, What is the matter of the Sacrament > 
wherder it rhe naturall ſubſtance dl, 07 the narucall ſut-- 
of Chzifts otone body ? The t of this queſtton ab 

tried out ands8 bpon, no doubt ſhall ceaſe the controverſie 
all the ref. tf it be Chziſtes owne natural body, bozn of rhe 
Uirgin : then (ſeeing that all learned men tn England 
fo far as Jknowe, bothe newe and olde, graunt there to be but 
one ſubſtance, then J ſay, they muſt needs graunt Tranſybſan» 
tions that a of the ſubltance of bzeade, trio rbe 
of s bodye.» Then alſo they muſt needs graunte 
the carnal and cozporal pzeſence of Chztſtes budy. Then muft 
Sacrament be adozred with the bonour due to Chziſte htm 
ſelfe, foz of the two natures in cne perſun. Then tf 
the P:eeft offer the Sacrament, He dootb otfer indeed Cheitte 
bim ſelf, And finally cbe murtherer, the aducuterer, cz wicked 
man recetutnge the Sacrament, muſte needes then recetue alſo 
_ —_ ſubſtance of Chztſtes owne bleſſed bodxe, bothe fleſþe 


on tbe other ſide, if after the truerh ſal be revely tried 

out, tt ſhall be found, that the ſubſtance of bzeade ts tbe natural} 
nce of the nr, altbough toz tbe change of the ble, 

ofice and dignitre of the bzead, the bzead indeed — 


ts changed into the bodye of Cheiſte, as the water in Bapti(me 
is ſacramenrally changed into tbe fountaine of regeneratton, and 
yer tbe natural fubſrance therof rematneth al one»88 oa befoze3 
if I ſaye the true ſolucton cf that Fozmer queſrton ( whervpon all 
th?ſe controuver69s doo hang ) be, that che natural ſubſrance of 
b2r#d) is the mater{aſl ſibirance tn tbe Sacrament of Chztiſtes 
blefT-d b2dp : then muſt it needes fellaw? of rhe fozmer pzopcfitton 
(abs ofalrbat be named ro be learned, ſo far as J doo knowe, 
n Eagla 
tbe @zcrament of the body, and one oniy1tkewt(e tn rbe Sacrg- 
[nent of the blood, rbar there is no ſuch thinge indeede and in 
truerhe, as they call Tranfubſcanttarion ; fox the ſubſtance of 
bzead remainetb 041 in rþe Sacramenr of the bcdp, then alſo rhe 
naturall ſubſtance of Chetfres bumain nature. be rock of 
the Uirgin Mary ts in Þeauen, wbere it reignetb now in glozy,and 
uor beer incloſed bnder the fozime of bzead, chenebe godly bonour, 
which ts onely due burs God the Creatoz, may not be dgon bnto 
the creature without idolarrye and ſacrilege, is not to be 0308 bt» 
to the bho'ye Sacrament. 
Then alſo che wicked, J mean tbe impenitent murthercer, ad- 
Ucurerer, oz ſuche ltke, doo not recetue the naturaſl ſubſtance of 
tbe bl: Med bodp and bloodef Cheifre, Finaſly, then dooth tr fol- 
lowe, that Cheiſtes blefſ:d body and blood, was once oniye . - 
cfecred and ſþed vpon tbe Croffz, beinge avaplable foz the ſinnes 
of alt the wbole wozld, ts offered bp no moze, in (he narurall ſub- 
ſrance therof, narb:r by tbe P;eeſt, 
beer befcze wee 
wade (as it were) coſearch and trye our (as we may) the truech 
beerof in the Scripture, ir ſhall doo well by the way to know whe- 
ther cbep rhar thug make anſwere and 
puncipal] queſtton, doo rake away ſimply and abſolutely tbe pze- 


fence of 


by Chztſre, and dulye mtnifcred accozding to bis holy ozdtnance 
and tnſcicutton of the ſame. Undoubiedly they doo deny that 
brierlze, either ſo to ſaye, oz ſo tomeane. Peerof if any man 
doo oz will deuve, tbe bockes which are wziccen already in this 
--. — them, rþat rhþus doo anſwere, wil! make the matter 


latne, 


Now then will you ſaye, what kinde ofpzeſence doo they graunt, 
and what 00o they denye ? Bzeefiye thep deny the peſence of 
Cheilts body tn the naturall ſubſtance of bis hbumatn and aſumpt 
nature, and graunt the pzeſence of the ſame by grace ? that tis, 
they atfirme and ſaye, that the ſubſtance of the naturall bodye 
and blood of Chziſte is only RG in Peaven, and \o vo 
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wbicye ts that rbere is bat one matertall wbſtance in 


any ocber thing. But 
p any further to ſearch in thts matter, and tg 


ſoluctone bnto the fozgmer 


ſtes bodpe and blood, from the Sacrament o2detned 
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foze it hatb not onely life in tt oa Ap ts alſo able to giue and 


e, meefe 
ite ts __ 


rt | C20 
ard, 'bf what ſozt oz ſect ſoeuer thou be , 
pzincipall ſtare and cheef be te T; 
rip pertain bntorbe nature of 


wbetber of the-afo - 


and cheer poynt* 

on noe acrurfed, _” this matter that uew {0 
th hureh-of Chxtiſt'haue of Godrecezued the kepeof 

owledge, and yet go about to ſþut up the doozes ſo thatithep 
the s wil-not enter tn 1107 /uffer orber thar woulde. And 
as foz mine owne parte, I conſider but of late what charge and 
eure of ſoyle bath bin-commttted-uneo me, bra mma p 
pots rae) be caffed to /gtue accomnee 2 1 and .tn this 


peril} and danger of the kawes conce mPitte F 


ade whar | 
amitow tr arthispeoſent tine. \'Whar tolle werett wn 


- 
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now to diſfemble with "God, of whom afuredly J looke and hope 
by Cb7ifte to have everlaſting life ? Setng that fuch charge and 
danger bothe befoze God and man, doo compaſſe mee in round 
about on every ſide ; therfoze God wtlling J will frankly and 
freelye brter my minde, and thougbe my bodye be capttue, yet 
my-tung and my pen as long as J may ſþall frely ſet tozth, that 
cþ bndubtedliye J am perſtwaded to be the trueth of Godes 
Woozde. And yet I'wtil) do tt bnder this pzoteftation, call me 
Terebone who luſteth, J paſſ?: not therof. @y pzateſtation 
11 be rbus : that my minde is andever ſþal be (God wtllinge) 
to ſet foozth fincerelye the true ſence a1id meaninge ( to the beſte 
of my bnderſtanding ) of Godes moſt holy woozde, and uot to 
decline from the ſame, either foz feare of wozldly danger, oz els 
foz bope of gaine. X : 
\. Jdoop2oteſte alſodue obedience 6 ſubmiCion of my tudgemente 
Mm this my wziring, and in all ether mine aFairs bnto tboſe of 
8 Chureb, wbtch be truly learned in Gods boly Woo; d, ga- 
thered in Chziſrs Name and guided by bis Spirit. After this 
pzoteſtation , Joo platnely affirme and ſay, that the ſecond Anſyere to 
queſtion and pztnctpall poxnt, J am perſwaded tobe the very true che cheef que. 
meaning and ſence of Gcds holy UWoozd ? that ts, that the natu» gion. 
rall firbfrance of bzead and wine ts the true materſall ſubſrance of 
Sacrament of the bleed body and blood of our Sautour 
: and the places of:Seripture wberupon this my faith 
ts roumded. be Hol. both concerning the Sacrament of the bo- 


Penide don telk of its This.is my body. Soit appeareth platue- 
rent Chzift ealled-very bzead bis.body. But bery. bgead.canot 
be bis bodye in very ſubſtance therof : therfoze it muſt neede ave 
-an other meaninge. Which meaninge-appeareth annie, t 
it ts, by the next ſentence that follotweth immediatly, both in Luke 
nd in Paule. And tbatts thts, 

Doo this in remembrance of me. UWher-bpon tt Seqacd.byts me 
$0 be-eutdenty that Chzicte dtd take beead, andcalled it bis bodye, 
-Foz that'he would therby inſtitute a perpetuall- WNENIEaies of 


- 
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bis body : ſpectaliye of the ſmguler benefite of our redemtton, 
which be would rhen pzccure and prirchaſe bnto bs by bis bodye bp- 
on the Crifſe. Bur bzead retaining ſrtll bts owne very naturall 
ſubſrance, may be thus by graces (and tn aſacramentral ggnifica- 
rt n) bis bady? wberas els rhe very bzead which be took, beake, 
and gave rbem, could nat be any wiſe bis nacurall vooye. Foz 
tbar were confuſion of ſubſtances, and tbe rfoze the very weozdes 
of Chetire toynes with tbe next ſentence f2llototug- both enfozceth 
bs to coNiefſe rbe verye bzead, to rematne ſtili, and alſo napeneth 
bnto vs, bow tbat bzead maye be and ts tbis by btsdeutne power 
bis b:dp, which was given fo; bs. Wur beere Yremember J 
baue red in ſome wtrers of rhe centrarye opinton, whbicb te 
dtd cake, be bzake. Foz ſay tbey, after bis taking. be vieſſed it as 
Mark dooth ſpeak. And vy bis bleſing, be cbanged tbe natural 
ſubſrance of che bzead into the natural tibflance of bis body ; and 
ſo aithougb be took tbe b:ead, and bleſſed tr, yet becaniſe in bleſſing 
be changed rhe ſubſtance of tr, be bzak+ not the bzeade, wbicy 
tbcn was not there, Luc only tbe fozme tberof. | 
Unto thts obtection JI baue two platu anſwers» both grounded 
bpou Gods woozd, The one I toil beer cebear(e, che other an- 
ſwer IJ wil diFer, bart I ſpeak of rþe Sacramentrof rhe blood, 
Pine aaſwere beer ts raven our of the platne weeds of S. Paule 
wbich doorh mantfeſrly confound this fantaſtical inuentton, forſr 
invented (FI ween) of Pape Innocentius, and afrer confirmed bp the 
ſubttle Copblſter Duas, an21arely renewed now tn our dates, with 
Mar. an eloquent ſrtle and much tineneſſe of wic. Bur what cancrafty 
ache. inuentton, ſubtiltye in ſophtſmes, clcquence 62 fineneſle of wit 
Conſtan. peevatle 8gainſt the vnfalliv'e Woozde of God 2 What neede we 
Gardenar. 9 firiue and contend wbar thinge we bzeat, foe Paule Ca 
ſpeaking vndoudredly of tbe Lozds Table 2 The bread { ſatetb he: 
which we break , is it not the partaking or fclowſhip of the Lords 


? 

Wherupon tt followeth, chat after the thanks atving ir is 
Forde Dogs gupoer Agntned by bxcoktng of era + They dll per- 

s pper ed hy bzea 0 : - 
ARS 3. 26: ſeuer ( ſatth &, Luke) in the DodGrine, Communion , Pond 
breaking of bread, And they brake breade in cuery houſe. 

And again tn ancrber place wben rbep were come tcgetber to 
bzeake bzead, gc. &. Paule which rrerd foozrh moſte fully in bis 
wettinge borb cbe dotrine and che right vſe of the Lozds Supper 
and rbe Sacramentall earting and d:tnktnge of Chztiits body g 
blood, calletþ it five times bze 2» b2ead, bead, bead, bead. 

The ſzcons  T'be ſacramentall vzead ts rhe mtfttcall body, aud ſo ic ts called 
reaſon. in Scriprure, x Cor.1o. as tt tscalled che naturall body of Gone. 


b 
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But- Cheiſts miflicall body its the congregation of Chziſttans. 

Now no man was ever ſo ford, as to ſay, that that ſacramentrall 

bezeadets tranſubRantiared and changed into the ſubſtance of tbe 

congre e Wherfoze no man oulds ltkewiſe think , oz 

ſaye, that the bzeade is trauſubſtantiared and cbanged tnro tbe 

naturall ſubſtance of Coztfres bumatne nature. 

But mp minde is not bere to wtre what may be gatbered out 

of Scriptures foz this purpoſe, but onely to ncte beer bzeefiy, 

wbich ſeem bnto me. to be the moſt plaine places. Therfoze 

contented to bave ſpoken thus meucbe of the Sacrameutall b:ead : 

I will nowe ſpeake a little of ebe Lezds cup. 

And this ſþall be my thtrd Argument grounded bpon Ch:iftes The third. 

owne wouzdes, The nati:ral ſubſtance of rbe ſacramentall Wine Argumenr. 
remainetb (ttll, and tis tbe marertal ſubſrance of the Sacrament 

of the yg A Chzicee : Therfoze ir is likewiſe ſo in the ſacra- 


ne 


Z 


ral voline. Wherfoze rbe naturall ſubſtance of the wine doothe 
rematueſrtltn rbe Sacrament of Chziſtes Blocd. 
Aud beer in (peaking of the Lozds Cup : tt commeth vnto my 
wemembzance the banitte of Innocentius bis fantaſttcall tnuention, 
wbtc by Paules twzdes J did confute befoze, and beer did pzomtſe. 
ſomwhat maze ro ſpeake, and that is this: tf rbis Tranſubſtan- 
ttatione be made by thts woezde, Blefſed, in Mark ſafd bpcn the 
bzeade, as Innocentius rhat Pope did ſare : then ſurely —_ that 
wOz0 ts not ſaide of Chziſte neither tn any of the _ iſtes 
no. in S- Paule bpcn the cup ; There is no Tranſubſtanti«ione 
of che Wine ar al'. Foz wbere tbe caule doth faile, there can- 
not follow aþe effect, Bur the ſacramenral Bzead and the ſacra-- 
mental Wine do both remain in their naturall ſubſtance a ltke, 
and tt tbe cne be nct changed, as of the (acramental Wine tr 
appeareth eutdemlp 2 then there ts no ſuch Tranſubſtanctartone 
tn notber of them both. 
All that tru and affirme this change of tbe ſubſtance of bzeade The Papiſts. 
ano wine into rbe ſubſtance of Chztſtes Bodye and Blood called afirme chey 
Tranſubttanttations do alſo ſay this change to be made by a cer- wor not what. 
taine fozme of pzeſcripre wazdes, and none other, But _ 
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they be that make the change, either of the one, oz of the other 7 
bndoubtediye euen they that dw weire moſte Tinelye in theſe our 

dates, almoſt confeſſe platnely, that they cannot tel. Fez al- 

thougbe they graunt to cerratne ot the olde aucbozs, as Chriſoltom, 

Gaxdener to gnhAmbroſe:that theſe twerzdgThis is my body, are the 9:02ds of con- 
th 48. Ob- ſecratton ofthe Sacrament ofthe badye: per ſay they,theſe lworeds 
jection. may wel be ſo called, becaufe they doo aſſure bs of rhe conſecration 

therof, wb: ther it be doon befoze theſe woozds be ſ»oken oz n0- 

1Sut as foz this ihetr doubte, concerning the Sacrament of the 

bodye, I !et tt paſſe. - Ler vs now confider the woods which per- 

tainto the Cup. Lytcs ts firſteutd:ni, that as Mathewe much a- 

arxeth with Matk, and likewiſe Luke with Paule miiche agrizeth 

beerein in fozme of woozd2s,fo tn the ſatne fozme ot woozdes {NMa- 

thew and Mark ts dtuers tron that which ts in Luke and Paule : rhe 

olde aurbozs doo moſte rehearſe the fozme of woozdes 'in Mathewe 

and Marke : becauſe J weene tþep ſ&med to them moſte cleere. Wut 

beer J woulde knowe, wbether it fs credibly oz no, that Luke and 

Paule, when tþey celebzated the Lozdes Supper wtth their congre- 

attons, that they did not not bſe the ſame tozme of woozds (ar the 

2ds Table Wbich they wzbfe, Luke in bis Goſpell, and Paule in 

bis Epiſtle, Df Luke, becauſe be was a'Phitftton, whe therſome 

wilt graunt, that be fight be a P:>fte oz no, and'tdas able to re- 

cetue the ozderof pzxRthood, twhich (thep ſay) ts giuen by the Her- 

tue of theſe woozdes ſatde by the 1Bt{þopzTake thou authoritye to Sa- 

crifice for the quick and the deade. J can not tell, bur tt rbey ſþoulde 

Peter and be fo ſtratght vpon Luke etther foz bts crafte, oz els fo? lack of ſuche 
Paule had no power giuen bin by vertue of the afozeſatd woozds : Then J wene, 
ſuch preeſt= both Perer and Paule are in danger t6 be depoſed of tbet# pzeeſthood, 
hood as the foz the craft either of Fiþtnge, which was Peters: 0 makingof 
Papiſts haue. Temes, which was Paules, were Moze bile, then the ſcience of 

Ces | 

And as fc2 thoſe ſacramentall woozds of the ozder of P:efthood, 

to have authozitte to ſacrtfice both foz the quicke and the deade, A 

weene Peter and Paule (if thep were bcth a itue ) were not-able ro 

pzooue, that euer Chetfte gaue them Cuch aiitbozirie, ozeuer (atd 

any ſuch woozdes bnto rbem. But I wtll lec Luke goepand becauſe 

Paule ſpeaketh moze foe bim feife: J wtil rebearſe bis'woozds: That 

(ſatth Paule) whicheI receiued of the Lord, I gaue ynto you. For the 

Lorde Jeſus, 8c. And fo be (etteth foozth rhe whole tnſtttution and 

right vſe of the Lozdes Supper. Now ſ&tng tbat &. Paule beer 

ſatcb, that whiche be recetued of the Loz0,be bad ginen cbem,and 

rhar twbiche be barb recetued and gtuen- rbem beto:e by wood of 

* movth ; now be rebearſech and wetterb the fame tnhis Eptttle ,ts 

it credtbiye that Paule woulde oak this fone of woozds, m_ 
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the Leads cop, which (as be ſattb/ be receaued of the Led, that be 
ted ytluen tem befoze, and now rebearſeth in b{s Tpiltle 2? J truft 
nc man is far fromel rea. n, but be wil gravat me, char thts ts 
110t itkelp fo to be. 

J29'o then, tf pru gratint mee, that Paule d{9 be rhe fozme of 
tw6';0d8, which be wttertts Ler bs then retearſe and cunfider 
Paules & 2dr, which be fair b, Chit ipake rhus boon rhe Cuppe, 

This Cup is the New Teſt-ment in my blood, this doo: as 0:ten as je 
ſhall diinke it in the remembrance of me. 

Þ«r J wou'de knotce, twberker twat Chzifſts weeds ſpcken bpen 
tte cup were nct as miybiy in wok, aid ac effeftuall in lignitica- 
thn to all tnrentt s, confiri. tc ns, (nd LuUrpLier, (as all cur Par- 
ltament men doo ſpeak) as rbþeP were (puken vain the bzcade., Jf 
tits be graunted,wbich cbtinge Irbink no man can den! 3 rben fiur- 
ther I reaſon itbus. But rbe woozde (Is) tn the worgzds ſpcken bx- 
v.tbe Lozds bzeade doorb migbteiy ſignthe (ſay ibey) the change 
of the ſubRance cf rhar which grceth be fuze it into the ſubſtance cf 
tyat which followeth after, tbar is, of tbe ſubſtance ot bz: ad tnto 
tbe lubNance of Chziſtes bc0xye, when Cbziſte ſaith ? This is my bo- 
dy. Now then tf Chziſts woozds which are ſpeken vpon tbe cup, 
which Paule teece rebearſerb be of the ſame migbr and power, 
both in woozking and (lgnifying z then muſt thts woozd (15) 
when Cbzitte ſaiche 8 This Cup is the aew Teſtameanr, &c. turne 
the (ubſaiice of rhe cup into tbe ſubſtance of the new teſtament. 

And tf cbou wtilc (aye , that this woozde (1s) nother makberb 
noz fignifierh any ſuch change «vf che cup, Although tr be ſatd 
of Chziſte, that his cup ts the new teſtament» yeg Chztſt ment 
noſuch cbange as chat. Parry ſir, even ſo ſaye I» when Chziſte 
ſotdof.tbe bzead, which be took, and afrer 1banks gtuen, bzake, 
and gaue them, wrings Take, eat, this is my body,, he ment ng | 
moze ane ſuch change of the ſubſtance of bzeade tnto the ſubſtance 
of big .naturall booy, then be ment of the chang? and tranſub- 
ſtamtatton of the cup into rbe ſubſtance of tbe newe Tellament. 
And tf rho wilt ſaye-that the woozd ( Cup) b&r tn Chefs 
wwoozds dooth nur fignifie the Cup ic felt, but rbe Wine oz thing ,c.. ..1 .;. 
c:ntetned in the cup, by a figure caſed Meronymia,toz char Chzitts manifiecrece 
Yves ſo ment, and muſte neds be taken 2 chuu ſaiſc berp wel. . ps, ol 

I pzay tbe by tbe wap, bxr note co things, Ftrſr that _ 
this woozde Is, bath no ſuche ſtrength cz ſigntficatton in the 
Lezdes woezds, to make oz to ſignifie any tranſubſranctation» 
Seccndly, that the Lozds weeds wherby he inſritruted tbe Sa- 
cramient of bis blocd 2 be bſeth a figurariue (peach. Bow vatne 
then ts it, tbat Come ſo earneſrly doo ſay, as tr were an t1- 
falitble rule, rbat in 0. rine and in rhe tnſrinitten of tbe @acra- 
ments, Chziſte bſcd no fizurs, - all bis woozdes _ - 

tral» F 


Aug. de doc. 
Chriftiana. 
UN, 3, Ca. 16. 


Gardiner in Joho.Except ye cate of the fleſhe of the ſonne of man,and drinke his blood: 


his anſwers 


to the 161. 8& 1y thing, wherfore it is a figuratiue fpeech,commannding to haue Conant» 
226, obiecti- 0400 and felowſhip with Chriſts paſſion, and deuoutly and holfomly to lay 
ON, 

Note. 


. the learned, bue tothe bnlearned. Picre ler any man that but itt- 
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ſtrained to their pzoper fignificartons : then as heer what foever 
tbou faieſt was in the cup,notber thatnoz tbe cup tr ſelf, raking eve» 
rye woozde tn bis pzoper ſignification, was rbþe new teſament,but 
in vnderſtanding that was tn the cup by the cup that ts a fi- 
guratiue ſpeacbe 2 pea and alſo thou canir not berifie oz truly ſap 
of that whether thou ſateſt tt was wine oz Chziſrs bleud, to be the 
new reſtament ttithour a figure alſo. Thvs tn one ſentence ſpcken 
of Chziſte, ta the inſttrutton of tbe Sacrament of bts bloud, 
the figure muſt help bs twiſe, #9 bnefrue it is, that fome doo 
wette, that Chziſte bſeth no figure in tbe doftrine of faith, 
in tbe inſtttuton of bis ſacraments. WBut ſome ſap» if we ſþa 
thus admit figures tn dcQrins: then fþa!l all the articles of our 
fatib, by figures and allegozies oztly be. transfozmied and .bn- 
icſ*d. I ſay tt ts ifke fault, and euen the ſame, todenye the figure, 
where the place ſo requirethe robe underffanded, @s batnle to- 
make tt a fiaurative fpeach, which ts to be bnderſtanded in his 
F20per figntficatton. | \ 

The riiles wherbp the ſpech is knowen, when it ts figuratiue,g 
wherby it ts ncne. ©. Auguſtine in bis bocke, De dotrina Chriſtiana, 
giuethdivers 19arned leffons, very neceary to be knetwenof the 
Cudents in Gods woczds. Dfthe which, one I wtl rehearſe, which 
ts this : If (ſatth be) the ſcripture dooth ſeeme to commaund a thing, 
wiuch 1s wicked or yngodly, or to forbid/a thing: that cheritie doth re- 
quire: then know, fatth he, that the ſp&ach is Fgurariue. And fox ex- 
ample, be bztngethe the ſaying of Chetifte, tn rhe by. chapter of S. 


ye can not hayelife in you.It ſeemeth to comm3und a wicked or anyngod- 


vp in memory, tht his fleſh was creicified and wounded for vs. 

And heer Jean uot but maruatt at'(fome men, ſurely of much ex» 
ceflent tineneſſe'of wit, and of grear elcquence, that are not. g« 
ſþamed to wette and faye, that thts afozeſatde ſaping of Chetſte ts 
after &, Auguſtine. & Hguratiue-ſpeache indede ;. hotþbett not bnto 


diF-rently bnderftanoerh+the Larin rongite, reade the place in @. 
Auſtiae:- and- tf pe percetue ner ciferly S: Avguſtins twoozds, 'and 
mine tobeccntrarye, let nieabtde therof rhe rebuke. 

This leſſon of &. Auguſtice J have therfeze the ratÞer (et foozthe, 
becauſe {t teachech bs to bnderſtand that place in lohn figuratiue - 
Ip, Euen ſo ſutely'the ſame leffon-with theerxample of &, Avguſtios 
expolittons therof, -teachecb-vg nor -cniye bythe ſame, to hnders 
ttand Cheilles woozdes #1 the Infticetion;of te acranent both 
of. btshody.and of ts blecd figuratively, but affo rhe. bery tretwe 
meaning and F—— ot the fame. Foz tf tocemmaunde to 


eate 
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eate the fleþe of tbe ſonne of man, and to dzinke bis bloode, ſtem- 
£th to commaund an inconuentence and an bngodlines, 5 ts euen fo 
inded, if tt be bnderſtanded as the waozds doo ſtande tn thetr pz0- 
per ſignificatton ; and therfoze muſt be bnderfſtanded fgurattuelye 
and ſpirtrually, as S. ne dooth godly and learnedly inter- 
pzete them : then ſurely Chziſte commaunding tn bis laſt Supper 
toeat bis body and dzinbe bts bloode,ftemed to commaund in ſound 
of woozdes as grate and even the ſame tnconuentence and bngod- 
lyneſſe, as did bis woozdes in the vj. of &. Ioha : and therfoze 
mutt euen by the ſame reaſon, be likewiſe bnderſtanded and ex- 
pounded figurattuely and ſpiritually, as S, Auguſtine dtd the other: 
Wherunto that expoſition of &, Auguſtine may ſeeme to be the 
moze meete, foz that Chzifte tn bts ſupper, to the commaunde- 
ment of eating and dzinkinge of hts body and blood, addeth ; Doo 
this ig remembrance of me. Which woozds ſurelye were the keye 
that opened and reuealed the ſpiritual] and godlye expoſition bnro 


Trees ſettinge foozth the fozme of 


Ch:iſts woozds, ſpoken bpan hts prey ys to mp remem- 
ance the fozme of woozds bſed fn tbe Latin Paſſe, bpon-the 
cup. Wherof J do not a little mernatle, wbat Gould be the 

cauſe, ſeeing the Latin Paſſe ogreetb with the Euangeliſts and 
Paule, in the fozme of woozds ſatd bpon the dzead wby in the 
woozdes ſatde byon the Lozdes cup, it differeth from them all, yea 
and addeth to the woozdes of Chetſte ſpoken bpon the cup theſe 
woozds, Miſterzum fidei, that is, the mifterte of taithe, wbiche are 
not red to be attributed bnro the Sacrament of Cheiſtes blood, no- 
ther tn tbe Euangeliſts, noz in Paule, noz ſo far as J knows in any 
other place of holye @cripture, pea and if tt may baue ſome gocd 
expoſitione,yet why it ſþould not be as wel added bnto the woozdes 
of Chzi(t bpon hts Bzead, as bpon bts Cup, ſirelye J doo not ſee 
the mtſterte. Andbecauſe I ſc tn the vſe of the Latin Paſſe, the 
Sacramente of the blood abuſed, when it is denyed bnto the laye 
people, cleane contrarpe buto Gods moſte certatn woozde 2: fe 
why, IJd2o beſ&ch thee, ſbould rhe Sacrament of Chziſts blood be 
dented bnto the lay Chziſttan moze then ts rhe Pzeeſre ? Didnot 
Chziſre tþed bis blood aſwel foz the lay godire man,as foz the ged- 
ye Pzeelte ? If thou wilt ſape, yes that be dtd ſo. But the Sacra- 
ment of the blod is not to be recetued without tbe certnge vp 
and ſacrifictinge therof vnt3 God the Father, vo:he foz the quickie 
and oz the dr ad 3 and no man may i ake oblatten of Chetſts blocd 
bnto God b!1t a Pzeeſt,ond therfoze the P2eeſt alone,And that but 
tn bis Paſſ? [n'y, may recetue the Sacrament of tbe blood, And 
call you thts, Waiſters, Myſterium fidet ? C 2 Alas, 


The Lord 
Chet the gcup, weitten by Paule and Luke Cup as che ; 
tben I did intend to dos- And yer in ſpeaking of the fozme of Preeſts Cay. 
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das. alas, I feare me. this is befcze God, Miſterium jniquicacis, 
the mtſrerye of tniquitte, ſicb as @. Paule ſprakethof, in bis E- 
2 Theſ 2. ptfile to the Theſſalonians. The Lozd be mercitull-vnto bs, and 
Praicr biefſ- vs, lighten bis countenance bp2n ve, and be mercttull bnto 
Pſal.67. bs. That we may know rby waye bpon'earihe, and amange all 
people rby ſaluatton. : 
The M.M- fa- ET@bte kinde of cb!atton ſrandeth bpon Tranſubſtanttation bts 
crifice iniuri- £0! germatn?, and they doo grow both bpon cne ground. A be 
ous to Chriſts 192d weede tt' cnt of þts Wintarde ſþozelye, ff it be bis bliſeo 
paſſion. wti and pleaſure, thar bitter root. To ſpeake of this oblactone, 
howe mucbe ts it tnturtous vnto Cheiſtes paſſion ? 

Paw? tr cannot, but wtrb bighe bla pbemy and batnous arro- 
gan*yp, and tntoflerable pzide, be claimed of any man, other then 
of -Ch;iſre bimſelfe : how muche and bow plain!” tr repugnerb bn- 
t3 the manifeſt woozds, the rrue ſence and meaning of boly Scrip. 
ture tnmany places, eſpectally tn the Eptſtle to the Hebrewes : the 
matter it ts ſolong, and other baue wzittcn in trat large, thar 
my minde ts nowe, not to tatreate therof anp turther. 

Foz only in thts my ſcribling, IJ intend to ſearch out and ſet 
foozthe by the Scriptures ( 8ccozding to G.des gractoius gtite cf 
my pooze knotoledge) whether the true ſence and meaninge of 
Ch:iſtes woozdes tir the tnſtiturton of bis bclye ſupper, doo re» 
= any Tranſubſtanrtartons as tbep cal it 7 oz that rbe bery iit- 

ance of dzeade and wine doo remaine till tn che Lozdes Supper 

and be the martertall ſibſtance of the holy Sacramente of Chztte 

our Sautours bleſſed bodye and blo:de, Pet there rematnerb cone 

Gardener in batne Quiddici of Duns tn thts matter, tbe whiche becauſe ſome 

the anſwere That wztre now doo ſeeme toltke tr ſo well that they babe ſtripped 

co the 15, ob.. ÞtM out of Dunces duſty and darke termes, and pztcked him aud 

ieQion, — bim tn freſbe colotres of an elcquent fitle ; and may ther- 
02e deceaue the moze, excepte the errour be warelye eſchewed. 

Duns ſatth tn theſe woozds of Chziſte, This is wy bodye, thts pzc- 
nowne demonſtrattue, meaning the woozde (This) if ye wil knotwe 
-whbar tt dooth ſþ3we oz demonſtrate, wherber the vzead thar Chziilt 
rock o2 no; he anſaererch no, blit cnelp one thing tn ſubRance tc 
patnterbe, wberof the nacure oz name tt doothe not tel], but lea- 
ueth tbar ro be derermtned and cold by that which fcliowerh the 
woozd 1s, that ts by Przdicatum, as the Legictan dooth ſpeake 2 and 
therfoze be caſleth this pzonowne demonftrattue. (This) Indiuiduum 
vagum, that ts, a wandzing pzoper r.ame, wherby we map poynte 
cut and ſþewe anye one thing tn ſubſtance, wbar tbtnge ſoever tr 
be. That this tmagtnartton ts baine ano bntruely applyed bnro 
theſe wozdes of Chztſte, This is my bodye: tt may-appeare platnely 
in the woozdes of Luke and Paule (atd vpon the cup,conterred with 
the fozme of woezds ſpoken bpon the cup in Mathewe and Marke. 

Fez 
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Foz ab bpon'tbe bzeade it to ſaidof all; Thisis my bodye: fo of Ma- 
thew and Mark.:.tr ts ſatde vpon the cup 5 This is my blood. & hen tf 
tn the woozds, Thtis'ts nip b-dy,” the woozde 7 This ) be as Dus 
calletb tt, a wandzinge name t2 appoynre and -ſþeve foozth any 
ons'thing, wbereof the-name and nature tr darthe not tells 
mute tr be likewiſe tn thoſe wonzdes of Machewe and Marke vyon 
the Lozds cup This is my bloode, But tnthe woozdes of Mathewe gnd 
Marke, tr figntfieth and poynreth out tbe Came that it docth tn tz 
Lozds woopds bpon the'cup tn-Luke and Paule, wbere it ts (ptd : 
This cup is the new teſtament 1n my blood; &c.- Theretnze tt Mathewe 
and Marke the pzonown demonſtrartue (this) daotbe nat wander to 
pypnte onelpe one thing in ſubſtance, not ſhewtnge what tr ts, 
but tellethe it platnelye whar it ts, no lefſe tn Mathewe and Marke 
bnto the eye'then ts dacn tn-Luke and Paule, by putting too this 
wo02d (cup) booth vnrothaeye, aud into-the eare. Foz taking tbe 
rup and d-monſtrating 02 bewing :tt-bneo bits difctples.. by thts 
pzonowne demonfirative, (this) and ſaying vnto them, Drink ye all 
of this : tt was then all one toſaye. Thisis my blood; as to ſaye : 
This — is my bloed, meaninge by the cup as tbe nature of the 
ſpeach dooth require 2 be thinge canteined tn.che cup. S0 |ikewiſe 
wtirboar al dzubt, when Cvzifte had-raken bzeade, given ehanks, 
andboken tr, and gtuing tr crobts diſciples, ſatd; Take : and ſade- 
monftrating and ſþewing tbat bzead which bee had in hts bandes, 
od ſaye then, This is my body: and tohaue ſatde, This bread is my 


Y. | | 
As it were all one, tfa man lackinge a Knife, and going to bis 
Dilters, would ſap vnto an other,whom he ſaw co baue two kntues. 
Stir Jpzaye pou tend mee the onebf pour-bnjues, ' Were it not 
Nob all one to anſwere him, Str, 'bolde I wtll lende pou thts to 
eat your meat, but nor to open Diſters wirbalil : and bolde, J wtl 
lend you thts Knife to eate your mear but not to open Oyſters. 
Thts ſimilitude ſeruerb but tc2 this purpoſe, to declare the nature 
of ſpeach wirhall, wbere as tbe thinge rhat ts demnſtrated and 
ſþewed, ts eutdencly percetued, and openly knowen to the eye, 
Bur D good Lozd, whar 4 wonderfull 'rbing ts tt ro ſee. bow 
fome men doo labour ta ceach, whbar ts demonſtrated and ſþeweo 
by the pzonowne oemonſtractue (this)in Chetſtes weozdes when be 
ſateth: This is. my bod\: This is my blood: hotwtbey labour (I ſaye) to 
teache, wbat rhat (This) was then indeede, when Chztifte ſpake tn Gard. to- the 
the beginning of the ſentence the wo 2de (This) vefoze be bad pzc- 130. Obie- 
nounced tbe reſte of the woozds, thar. folowed- in rbe ſame ſen- 02. 
tence 2a that thetr doctring-maye agree wtth rbetr Traniubſtan. God maker: 
ttarion; which indeed ts the verye toundatton, twheretn al ibetr 2gree nor a- 
errcntous deftrine dooth ſtande. And beere the Tranſubſtanrta- mong chem 
tours doo not agree amonge them ſelues, no moze rben chep doo = ſclues. 
the 
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top of 


Et 
eretoze 
: tha 


© 


mt | | 
ranfidſtanttatours, the naturall ſubſtance of C 
| muſe their (thus) of 


muſre bee made 
declared befoze. | | 
Gard There be foe ambng the Cranſubſtanttatours, which walke 
_ 211 2 Co wtlilpe and fo warely berween cheſe two afozelatd opintons, 
—_ % -" z allowtng rbem barb, \and bolding plainelye norber of them votbe, 
FI ot voti that me thinks they may be called Neutrals, Ambodexrters, oz 
_ rather ſucbe as can ifr on both ſides. Zbep-play on both partes. 
Foz with the later, rbey do alloto tbe doctrine of the laſt filable, 

wbich ts that Tranſabſtanttattone ts Doone by mitracle in an in- 

ſtant,at the found ofthe taſttylilable:(um) ta chis ſencence, Hoc eſt 

corpus meum. And they $00 allowe ally Duos bts tagnrafticall tma- 

gtnarton of Individium vagum, that demonſtrareth as be teacbeth tn 

Chetftes woczds, one thtiig tu ſibtance, then being (afrer bts 

minoe) the ſubſtance of the body of Thziſte, A mexr- 
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rbaifors thinge, bovs ano watr can agree with both theſe 
A being'ſs rontrery the one to the other. Foz the one 
'the woozde this, demonratetþ the ſubſtance of bzeadz and 
tbe otber faith no not ſd, the bzeadts gone, andit demonſtraterh tad 
a ſubſtance whiche ts Cheiftes body, —_ 
LTutſbe ſaith this bird man, y& bnderſtand notbing ae all, 4 9P:4ction- 
They agree well inough in the chef popnte, whiche ts tbe ground .. ..... 
of all.: that ts, both doth agree and beare witnes, that therets,....- 
Tranfubfraritiation. They do agree inded tn that coucluſton 2 I {8' _ 
graunt. But thetr pzoceſſ? and doftrine therot do even aſtyell -— ow 
agree togeather2 as did the falſe wirnes-befoze. Anoas g Caiphas g- ***** 
gainſt-Chztſt : c the two wicked Judges againſe Suſanna, Fo 
againſte Chetlre the faife witnefNezs dtd agree no doubt ro ſpeak a 
againſte him. And the wicked tudges w're both agreed to con- 
dertmne pcoze Suſznna: but tn examination of thetr twttnefſes, they 
aiſſented ſo far that al was found falſe that they went abr, both 
that wherin they agreed, and alſo thoſe thinges, which they 
bzoughr fo2 their pzootes. * 
7m bave I ſpoken, in fearchinge out a ſoliictone fox The conſen: 
thts p: all queſtton, which was, wbat ts the marertall ſyb- of che olde 
france'ofthe bolye @acramente in the Lozds ſipper * Now leaſt auchors. 
A ord feem toſ#r by mine etvne-concette; moze then fo meet : 
leflſe to regard the dofrine of the old eccleflaſttcol! werers, 
1tts conveittent. for a man of my podzy learning and ſimple wtt 
foz 20 doo. And becaule,-alſo Jam indeed perſwaded, char rhe olde 
eccleſiaſtical weztters underſtood the true meaning of: Chziſt in 
tbts matter : andhavs borbfo truly and ſ-plainly. ter is foozth tn 
esrtain places of their wztitnges,- that noman whiche totH vouch- 
fafe-to reads them,. and without pgetudice of.@tezrupt tudgement 
wn indiferently wetgb'themg g conſrer thetr'mindss none.otber- 
e then they declare themſelbes:to babe mente * Jam perſwa- 
ded (I ſay) that tn reading of them thus no man can be tgnogant 
in this inatter, but be that wil but up bis own etes, and blind- 
feld btmlelf. When I ſpeake cf Eccleſiaſtical wztcers, J mean 
of ſuch as were befoze the wicked bſurpatton of the ſee of Rome 
was growen ſa unmeaſurablp great, not only: tatth tirannt- 
cal powey .. but. alls with coprupt doctrine, it! began to ſubvert 
Chziſtes goſpell, and to turne tbe ſtate, thar Chetfte and his Ape- 
ſtles ſet in the Church, vpſide down, Fox-4he-cauſes al , 
\Fwtl1-rehearie certain of their ſapings2z and yet becauſe I take 
them but foz wttnefles and expounders of tbis deftrine and not as 
the autbezs of the ſame, and alſo foz that new I boil noe be tedt- 
-0us I-will rebearſe bur tewe, thar is rhz& oide wzicers of the 
Greeks: Church, andotber theee of the Latm Churchs which do 
ſeem unto me to be in this matter moſt platne. ds 
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The. G2&k Antbrzs are Qrigen, Chriſoſtome amd Theodoret. The 
Latin; are Tertnlliane, S, Auguſtine and Gelaſus. Fhknow there Cay. 
be n:tbinge ſp:kemwfo plainly, but the crafry' wit; furui{þfd ith 
el:qUu: nce can darken it; and weſt it quite from the true mean- | 
ing 10a contrary ſenc?s And J know alſo rbat el:quence, crair, 
aid tinen2s of wit bath g:ne avout ts bleare mens etes, and to 
ſtop their eares mebe afazehiamed- weirers, that men ſhuulde no» 
ther beare noz (ee, whar.cboſe-Atrbs2s botbe wire and teache fo 
plainely, thar excepre men ſþoulde be made b31b ſarke blinde.and 
d: afe's rep can net but of neceſſicte, tf rbep tl] reade and way: 
them indifferentty, botb beare andſee what ttep doo meane when 
el. quence, crafte, and finen: fc of wir bave dan all chat rhey cans 
Nowler us brace the oide w;trers cf the Gzeeke Church, 

Ori,cae, wbich4ib:d abuut 1250. preres agoe 3 a man fo the ex» 
cellency oc bts learninge co bighipe eeemedin Ciziftes Church, 
thar be was ccunred and tudged rhe ſingular ceacber tu bis time of 
Cb:tfts religt.n, the conf.under «f bereſtes, tbe ſcboolmaftfer of 
many godly iwatrters, and ancpenerof vbiyb? wiltertes in ſcrtp- 
ture. Pe weiting vpin tbe xb chapter of Satiit Mathewes goſpell, 
ſateth i bug; Bur if any thing cnter into the mouth it goeth away 1n to the 
belly, and is auoided into che draught: Yea and that meat whiche .is 
lanctified by the woord of God and praier, concerning the matter thereof, 
1t gocth away-into the belly, and is-auoided into the draughte. Bur for the 
prater which is added yntg ut; for the proportionof the faith, it is mage 
protale, makinge the-minde abl=:ro perceive and ſee that which is pro- 

table.” For it is nor the-jmmateriall ſubſtance of breade, but the woord 
which is ſpoken ypon it, thac is profitable to, the man that eateth it not 
vawoorthely, {And his I mean of the*Typical and Simbolica}, that ts, 
Saccamenrall bodye, Thus tar gee rþe woozds ot Origene, where 
trisplatne, firtte that Origene ſpeaking beer of the ſacrament of 
tbe Lozds ſupper as the latte wozd-s dow platnely ſigntfie, dotþ 
meane and teache, that the material ſubſtance therof is recetued, 
otgefted, and auotded, as.rbe material ſubſtance of other bzead 


aud meats ts, which covldenot be, tf there were no marertall (yb- 


tance of bzead ar/ail; as ee fanctaRicaitoptnton of Tranſubſtan- 
ttartton dwg put.' Arts a wo2ld x00 ſee rhe anſoere of rbe Papiſtes 
to thts place of Origen; /in the diſputatiuns which were tn this 
matrertnc<e Paritamente houſe, and tn bctb (be batuerſittes of 
Cambridge and Oxforde, -thep rhat defended Tranſubſranttarton 
ſaid, tbat thts parte of Origen was but ſer fozth ot late by Eraſmus, 
and cberetoze ts to be ſuſpeted. 1But bow vatine thts thetr anſwere 
ts, it appearetþ plainly. Foz lomaye all the gud olde authogs, 
which lay tu'cloe ltb2artes, and are ſer foztbof late, be by thts 
realon.ret- ted, as Clement Alexandrinus, Theodoretus, Iuſtinus, Ec- 
cl:faſtica hiſtoria, Nicephori, and vther ſuc, An other anſwert thex 

ad 
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bad, ſaying that Origen is noted to have erred in ſome poyntee, 
and therfoze taithe ts not to be gtuen in this matter bnto Him, 
But this anſwer well watgbed dootb miniſter good matter to the 
cleere confutation of tt ſeife. Foz tndeed we graunte, that ti 
ſome popnts Origen dtd exre, But thoſe errours are gathered out 
and noted both of S, Icrome and Epiphanius, ſo thar bts woozkes 
(thoſe errours excepted) are now ſo much the moze of autborttte, 
that ſuche great learned men took pains to take out of bim, what- 
ſoeber they thoughte in bim to be wzttten amis. But as concern- 
tinge this matter of the Lozds Supper, nother they noz pet ever 
any other anciente Authoz dtd euer ſay, that Origen did erre. 


Now becauſe theſe two anſwers babe beene of late ſoconfuted Gardener co 
and confounded, that it is weſl percetued, that thep wtll take no the 155. 


place: therfoze ſome whiche baue weitren fince that ttme, baue 
fozged two other anſbers, even of the ſame moulde, The foz- 
mer whereof is, that Origen in this place ſpake not of the Sacra- 
mente of bzead oz wine of che Lozds table, but of another miſtt- 
call meat ? of the which &, Auguſtine maketh mencton to be gt- 
uen bnto them, that were raugbt the fatthe, befoze thep were 
baptiſed, But Origeas owne woozdes in two ſentences betoze re» 
bearſedbeing put tegither, pzooue thts anſwere bntrue- Foz he 
ſaith, that be meaneth of that figurative and miſticall bodye, 
whtch pzvfiteth them, that doo recetue it woozthilpe, alludinge fo 
platnelye bnto S. Paules woozds ſpoken of the Lozds Supper: thar 
tt ts a bame fcz any learned man once to open bts mouth to the 
contrarye. And rhat bzeade which S. Auguſtin ſpeaketh of, be can 
not pzoue that any ſuche thing was bſed tn Origens time, Pea and 
tbough that coulde bee pzqued, pet was there never bzeade in any 
ttme called a ſacramenrall body, ſautng the ſacramentaſll bzead of 
the Lozds table, whtch is called of Origen the ryptcall and ſymbo- 
licall body of Chzifte, 


The ſecond of the ttvo new found anſwers, is yet moſte mon- Gardener in 
rous of al other, which ts this. Bur ler vs graunt (ſap thep ) that the ſame 
Dzigen ſpake of the Lordes Supper, and by the matter therof was yn- place, 


derſtanded the materiall ſabſtance of bread and wine : twbat then ſap 
thep? For thoughe the materiall ſubſtance was once gone and departed 
by reaſon of Tranſubſtantiation, whils the formes of the bread and the 
wine did remaine, yet now it is no inconuenience to ſaye, that as the 
material ſubſtance did departe at the entring in of Chriftes body vnder 
th' aforeſaid formes, ſo whan the faid formes be deſtroyed anddoo not 
remaine, then commeti again the ſubſtance of bread and wine. 
And this, ſay they, is very meet in this miſterye, that that which 
began with the miracle, hall ende in a miracle. 
Ft I bod nar red this fantaſie I would ſcarcely? baue beleved, 
thar any learned man euer _—_ baue ſer f;ozth Luch a —_ 
alt 


Lib. 3, ca 16. 


Chriſoſtome, 


In opere im- berp temple of the Poly Ghoſt, ſattb thus : 
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fantaſie : which not onelye lacksth-al ground, either of Gods 
woozd, reaſon, oz of any ancient weiter, but alſo is clean contrary 
to the common rules of ſchoole diutnitte : which ts, that no mira- 
cle ts to be affirmed and put without neceſſitte. And although foz 
tbetr fozmer miracle,wbich is thetr Tranſubſtantiatton,rbey have 
ſome colcvr, though it be but vaine,ſaring tt tsdocne by the potwer 
and bertue of theſe woozds of Chziſte, This is my body : per to make 
this ſeconde miracle of returninge the matertall ſubſtance agatne 
they bauve no colour at al, 2 els I pzay them ſþew me, by what 
woozds of Chzifte is the ſecond miracle wzought. 

Thus ye may (&, that the Cetgbts and i{þifrs which crafre and 
witie can tnuente to weeſte the true ſence of Origen cannot take 
place, But now let bs beare an other place of Origen, and ſo we 
wil let him go. | 

Origen tn the eleven Pomlle Super Leuicicum ſaith 2 that there is 
alſo cuen in the foure Goſpells, and not onelye in the olde Teſtament, a 
letter (meaninge a ltitterall ſence) whiche killethe, For if thou followe 
(ſaith he ) the letter in that ſayinge : Excepte ye cate the fleſhe of the 
Sonne of Man, and drink his blood, &c. 

This letter deoth kill. Jf tin that place the letter dootb kil, wher- 
in is commaunded the eating of Chzifſtes fleſþ ? tben ſurelye tn 
thoſe woozdes of Cheiſte, wherein Cbziſte commaundetb bs to 
eate bis body, tbe literall ſence therof likewiſe dootb kitl. Foz it ts 
nolefſe crime but euen the ſame and all one in the literall ſence, 
to eate Chziſtes bodye, and to eate Chziftes fleſbe. Wherefoze if 
the one doo kill, excepte tt be bnderſtanded figuratiuelye and ſpt- 

rituallye : then the other ſurelye dothe ki likewiſe. Bur that to 
eate Chiiis fleſbe doth ktll ſo bnderſjanded, Origen afftrmeth 
plainlp in bis woozdes aboue rebearſed ? UWherefoze tt cannot be 
tuſtly dented, but to eate Chztſtes bodye literally vnderſtanded, 
muſt needs after him kill likewiſe, 

The anſwere that is made to this place of Origen of the Paptſts, 
is ſo fooliſh, that it bewrateth it ſelf, without any further confuta- 
tion. Jt is tbe ſame, that tbey make to a place of ®. Auguſtin jn 
bis book De doQrinz Chriſtiana: Whereas ©. Auguſtine ſpeaketb tn 
effecte the ſame thinge that Origen dooth ber, The Paziſts an- 
ſwerts this: To the carnal man tbe literal ſence ts burtfull, but 
not ſo to the ſpirituall. As though to bnderftande that in hts pzc- 
per ſence, which ought tobe taken figuratiuely, were to the car- 
na!l man a dangerous perill: but totbe ſptrituall man none at all, 

Now to Chriloſtome, twhom A bzinge fog the ſecond wetter intbe 
Grak Church, Þe ſpea againſt the unholy vſinge of mans 
body, whtch afrer @, Paule ougbt to be hEPe PTE and boly, as the 

tht it bg a fault (ſaith be) 
to tranſlate the holy veſſcls, in the which is conteined not the erewe _y_ 
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of Chriſte, but the miſtery of the body, to private vſes, how much more 
offence is it to abuſe and defile the vellels of our body ? | 

Theſe be the woczdes of Chriſoſtome, But JF trowe that ber 
many fowle ſþifrs are deviſed, to defeat thts place. The Authuz 
ſaith z one is ſuſpected, J anſwere : but tn thts place never fau'; 
was found with bim, bnto ch2le our dates. And whether this au- 
thoz was Iohn Chriſoſtome htm ſelfe the Archbiſhop of Conſtantinople 
02 no, that ts not the matter. Foz of all it ts graunted, thar be 
was a wztter of that age, anda man of great learninge ; ſo thac 
it is manifeſt, that thts which be wztterh was the recetued opint- 
on of learned men in bis dates. 

D; els bndoubtedly tn ſuch a matter his ſayinge ſþ2ulde batle Gardener to 

bin impugned of ſome that w2ote in bis time, oz neere bnto the che 198, ob- 
ſame. Nay (fatth an other) if this ſoluciog wil not ſerue : we maye jeRion; 
ſaye that Cbziſoſtome did not ſpeak of the veſſels of the Lordes cup, or . 
ſuche as were then yſed at the Lordes table, but of the yeſlels yſed 1n the 
Temple in the olde lawe. 
This anſwer wtl ſerue no moze then che other. Foz here Chri- 
ſoſtom ſpeaketb of ſuch veſſ-11s, wherin was that wbiche was cal- 
led the body of Chetſte, alchoughe it was not the rue body (ſatth he) 
of Chriſte, but the miſterye of Chriſtes bodye. Noto of the veſſels of 
the olde lawe the wziters dos bſe no ſuch manner of phzaſe 2 foz 
their ſacrifices were not called Chziſtes body, Foz then Chrtſr 
was not bur tn ſhadows and figures, and not by the Sacrament of 
his bodp revealed, Eraſmus, which was a man that coulde bnder- 
ffande the woozdes and ſence of the w?iters, although bee would 
not be ſ&ne to ſpeak againſec this errour of Tranſubſtanttatione, 
becauſe he durſte not : yet tn thts time declareth platnly that this 
ſayinge of the wetter ts none otherwiſe to be underſtanded: 

Yer can I(ſatthe the third Paptſt) finde our a fine and ſubtil ſoluci- Gardener in 
on for this place, 2ndgraunt all that yer is aide, both allowinge heere the the ſame 
writer, and alſo that he ment of the veſſels of the Lordes Table. For place, 
(ſaith be ) the body of Chriſte is not conteined in them, at the Lordes 
Table, as ina place, but as in a miſterye. Js not this a pzitty ſbifte, 
and a miſticall ſolutton ? But by the ſame ſolutton then Chziſts 
|. ts not in the Lozdes Table, noz in the Preeſtes handes, 
nor tn the pixe, and ſo is hee beere no where, Foz thep will nor 
ſaxe, that be ts either beere oz there, as in a place, 

This anſwere pleaſeth ſo well the maker, that be htm (elf (af. 
ter be bad plaid with it a little while and ſþewed the fineneſſe of 
bis wit and eloquence therein) ts content to gtue tt over and ſave : 
but it 15 not to be thought that Chztſoſtome would ſpeak after this fine= 
nefſe or ſubciltie : and therfoze be returneth againe bnto rbe ſecond 
anſwere foz bis ſþoote anker, which ts ſuffictently confuted befoze. 
An other ſþozte place of —_— wil reberſe, which i a 
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indiferency may be beard) in-plaine termes ſetteth foczth the 
truethof this matter. ; 

Before the bread (ſaith Chzifoſteme ad Ceſarium monachum) be ha- 
lowed, we call it bread, but the grace of God ſanRiifying it by the meanes 
of the preeſte it is deliuered now from the name ot bread, and eſteemed 
woorchy to be called Chriſts body, alihough the nature of bread tarry in 
it ſt111, 

Zheſe be Chriſoſtoms woozds : trherin J pzape you, what can be 
ſaid c2 thoughte moze plaine againſr thts errour of Tranſubſran- 
ttation, then to declares tbat the bzeade abidetb ſo ſtill? Andyer 
to this ſoplatne a place, ſome are not afþamed thus ſhamefuſlp 
toeclude tt, ſaying ; we graunt that nature of bread remaineth til thus, 
for that it may be ſeene, felte, and taſted, and yet the corporal ſubſtance 
of the bread therfore is gone, leaſte two bodies ſhoulde be confuſed to- 
gether, and Chriſte ſhoulde be rhought impanarte. 

— What contrartette and faiſe bed ts tn rþis anſwere, tbe ſimple 
man may eaſily perceive. Js not this a platn ccntrarterye to 
graunt that the nature of bzead remainetb ſo Ci], that it may be 
ſeene, felte, and taſted ? and yet toſare. the cozpozall ſubſtance ts 
gon, to auotd abſurdity of Chzifts impanatton ? And what mant- 
feſt falſbood is this, to ſaye oz mean, that if che beeade ſþould re- 
main Qtll, then muſt followe the tnconuentence of impanatton ? 

As thcugh the very bzeade coulde not be a Sacrament of Cheifts 
body (as water ts of baptiſme) *«xcepte Chzifte þculde bnite tbe 
nature of bzeade to bts nature in bnitte of perſone, and make of 
the bzead, God, 

Now let bs beare Theodorerns, which ts the laſt of the thz&@ Greek 
Authozs- Pe wziteth tn bis dtalogue Contra Eutichen, thug, He 
that calleth his aaturall body, corn and breads: and alſo named himſelf 
a Vinetree; cuen he the ſame hath honoured the Sywboles (that is rhe 
ſacramental {ignes) with the names of his body and blood, not chan- 
ging indeed the nature it ſelfe, but adding grace vnto the nature. 

What can be mo;e plainiy ſatde, then this, that this oide weiter 
ſateth 2 That although the Sacraments beare the name of the body aud 
blood of Chriſte, yet is not their nature changed, bur abideth ſtill, And 
where is then the Papiſts Tranſubſtantiation ? 

Tbe ſame wztter to the ſecond dtalogue of the ſame woczke a- 
gainſte th' afozeſatde beretique Eucyches, wziterb pet nioze plainly 
againſt this errour of Tranſubſtantiation, tf any thing can be 
ſatde to be moze platne, Foz hee maketb rhe berettke ro ſpeake 
thus agatnſte bim that detendeth the true doctrine, whom be cal- 
leth Orthodoxus. 

As the Sacramentes of the bodye and bloode of our Lorde are one 
thinge before the inuocation, and after the inuocation they be changed, 
aud are made an other; fo likewiſe the Lordes bedy ( (aitbe the bere- 

tithe ) 
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tike ) is after the aſſumption or aſſention into heauen, turned intothe 
ſubſtance of God: the herettke meaninge thereby, that Chzifte 
after his aſcenttcon, rematneth 10 moze a man. 

To this Orthodoxus anſwereth thus and ſsith to the heretike ; 
Theu art taken (ſaith he) in thige ewne ſnare. For thoſe miſticall Sym- 
bols or Sacraments after the ſanctification doo not goe out of theire 
owne nature, but they tarrye and abide ſtil in their ſubſtance, figure, and 
ne, yea and are ſenfibly ſcene and groped to be the ſame they were be- 

re, &c. 

At tbeſe wozds the papiſtes doo ſtartle 2 and to ſaye the trueth, 
theſe woozdes be ſo platne, ſo full, and ſoclere, that they can not 
tell wbat to ſap, but yet thep wtl not ceaſe to go about to play the 

cutties, and to caſte cheir colours ouer them , that the trueth 
which is ſo plainly re!d, ſhould ner have place. 

This Authoz weote /ſay they) be foze the determinatton of the 
Churche. As who would ſap, whatſoever that wicked man Inno- 
centius the Pope of Rome determined in bis ccngregationes with 
bis monks and frters,that muſt be (foz ſo Duns ſatth) holden foz an 
article, and of the ſubſtance cf our fatrh, Some dw charge rhts 
autboz that be was ſuſpected tobe a Neſtorian, which thing tn Cal- 
cedon Counſatle was trred and pzwved to be falſe. But the fculeft 
{þift of al, and pet the beſt that they can finde tn this matter,when 
none other wtil ſerue s ts to (ay, that Theodoret bnderftandeth by 
the wezd (ſubſtance) accidents, and not ſubſtance indeed. 

This gloſe is like a gloſe of alawyer, vpon a decree, the text 
whereof beginning thus ; Statuimus, that ts, We decree, The gloſe 
ofthe Lawyer there (after many other pzitty ſþifrs there ſer fwzth) 
wbich be thinketb wtil not well ſerue to bts purpoſe, and therfoze 
at the laſte to cleere the matter, be ſaith thus? after the niinde of 


D. Moreman 


1n the Conuc- 
cation houſe, 


one Lawyer. Vcl dic /ſztth he) Statuimus id eſt, abrogamus, that ts : Diſtine. Ca.,, 
or we doo decree, that ts, we abrogate or diſanul, Js not this Statuimus. 


a gudlye, and wecztbye gloſe ? who will not (aye, but be is wwz- 
thye in tbe late, ts be reteined ofcounſatle, that can gloſe ſo welt, 
and finde tn a matter ot difficulrie,ſuch fine (þtfrs?And yer this ts 
the lawe, oz at leaſt the gloſe of the lawe. And therfoze who can 
tell, what pertil a man may incurre toſpeak agatnſt tr except be 
were a lawyer indeed, whiche can beep bim (elf out of the bzters 
whar wtinde ſoeuer blowe, | 

Þetberto ye bave bearde thee wtters of the Greeke Church, 
not all what they do ſaye 3 foz that were a labour tw greate foz to 
gather, and too tedious foz the Reader 8 But one 02 two places of 
every one, the which bow plain, bow ful, and bow cleere tbep be 
againſte the errcurof Tranſubſtanttarion, I refer it to the tudge- 
ment of the indifferent Reader. 


And 
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the 16, Obie- 


6tion. 
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And now I wtl likewiſe rehearſe the ſayings of other thzx& old 
antient wziters of the Latin Church, and ſo mabe an end, 

And firſt J wtl begin wtth Tertullian,whom Ciprian the bolp mar- 
ty2 ſo bighly eſteemed, that whenſoeuer be would baue bts book, be 
was wonte to ſaye : Gtue bs now the Paiſter, "5A 

This olde wztter in bis fourthe booke agatnſt Martian the here- 
tithe, ſaitb thus : Icſus made the bread, which he tooke, and diſtributed 
to his diſciples, his body, ſaying : This :s my body. That is to ſay (fatth 
Tertullian) a figure of my body. | | 

Jn this place it is platne , that after Tertullians expoſitton, 
Chziſte mente nct by cailtnge the bzeade bts bedye, and the tine 
bis blood, that either the bzeade was the naturall bodye,oz the wine 
bis natural blood, but be called them hts bodye and blood, becauſe 
be would inſtitute them ro be bnto bs Sacramentes 2 that ts holye 
tokens and fignesof his bodye and of bts blood ? that by them re- 
membzing and firmly belteuing tbe benefires pzocured to us by btg 
body,wbich was tozne and crucified foz bs, and of bis blood, which 
was \þed foz bs bpon the crcfle : and fo wirb thanks recetutng theſe 
boly Sacramentes,accozding to Chziſtes inllitutton, migbt by the 
ſame be ſpiritually nourt{þed and fed to the increaſe of all god- 
itnes in vs beere in our pilgrimage and tournep wherein we walke 
.bnto everlaſting life. 

This was vbndoubtedlye Chziſte our Sautours mind, and thts 
ts Tercullians expoſitton. 

The w2angling tbat the Papiſts doo make to elude this ſayinge 
bink - n, is (0 far out of trame, that tt euen werieth me to 
think on tr. 
: ery weiteth beere (ſap they) as none bath dcon þithertoo 
efoze bim. : 

This ſaying is too too-manifeſte falſe : fo Origene, Hilarye, 

Ambroſe, Bafill, Grigorie, Nazianzene, Saint Auguftine, and other old 


- autbozs, Iltkewtce doo call the ſacrament, a figure of Chztſtes bc- 


dye. And where they ſay, that Terrullian weote rhts, wben be was 
tn a beate of diſputatione with an berettke,couering by all means 
£0 ouertbzow bis aduerſarye, As who ſape, be woulb not take 
beed, what be dtd ſay, and ſpectally what be would weite tn ſohigh 
a matter ſo that he might bave the better band of bis aduerſarye. 

Js rbts credible to be true in any godly wiſe man ? Þow muche 
lefſe then is tt woozthye to be thought oz credited in a man of ſo 
great a wit, learning, and exceliency as Tertullian tg wozthtly 
eſteemed euer to baue been ? 

Likewiſe thts autboz tn bts firſt booke againſte the ſame here- 
tike Martzon, wztterh rbus 3 God did not rezect bread, which is his 
creature : for by it he hath made a repreſentation of his body. 


Noto 


4 
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Nob J praye »cu, what is this to ſay that Chziſte bath made a 
repzeſentatton (by bzead) of bis bedy, but that Chziſt had inflitu- 
ted and ozdeined bzead tobe a Sacrament, foz to repzeſent unto bs 
bis body ? Now whbetber the repzeſentatione of one thing by an 
otber, requtreth the cozpozal pzeſence of the thinge which ts ſo re- 
pzeſented oz no 2 everye man that bath bnderſlanding, ts able tn 
fot poynte (the matter is ſocleere of it ſelfe) to be a ſuffictent 

UC. 

The ſecond docfour and w2iter of the Latin Churche, whoſe 
ſayxinges I pzomiſed to ſet fooztb, is S, Auguſtine: of whaſe learning 
and eſtimation, Jneede not to ſpeake., Foz all the Church of 
Chis beth bath and ever batb bad him fo2 a man of moſte ſingu- 
ſer learning, wtitte, and dilligence,both in ſetting faozth the true 
doftrine of Chziſtes religion, and alſs in the defence of the ſame 
againſte heretikes. | 

This autboz as be hath twzitten moſte plenteouſly in otber mat» 
ters of our faith ; ſolitkewtſe in this argumente bee bath wettren 
atlarge in many of hts woozkes, ſo platnly againſt this errour of 
Tranſubſtanttation, that the Papiſts loue leaſte to beare of btm 
ofall other wziters, partely foz bis authozitie, and partely becauſe 
be openetb the matter moze fully, then any other dooth, 

Tberfoze J will rehearſe m_ places of bim then beertofoze I 
baue doon of the other. And firſt, what can be moze plaine then 
that which he wziteth bpon the 89. Pſalme, ſpeaking of the Sacra-. 
ment of the Lozds body and blood; and rebearfinge (as ir were) 
Chziftes woozds to bis Diſciples after this manner. 

It 1s not this bodye, whiche ye doo ſee, that ye ſhall eate, nother ſhall 
ye drinke this blood, which the Souldicrs that crucific me, ſhall ſpill or 

ed, 

Tdeo commend vnto you 2 miſterye or a Sacrameat, which ſpiritually 
vnderſtanded, ſhall give you life. 

Now tif Chziſte had no moze naturall and cozpozall bodies, but 
that one wbich they than pzeſently both heard and ſatwe, noz other 
natural blood, but that wbich was in the ſame body,and the which 
the ſouldters did afterward cruelly ſþed bpon the croſſe; and no- 
ther this bodye noz this bloode tas (by thts declaratton of S. Au- 
guſtine) either to be eaten oz dzunken, but the miſterte thereof ſpt- - 
rttualiy tobe bnderftanded ? then J conclude Cif rhts ſaying and 
expofitton of S. Auguſtine be true, that the miftery which the dt- 
ſciples ſþouldeate, was not the naturall body of Chziftz but a mt- 
fterp of the ſame ſpiritually tobe underſtanded, 

Foz as S. Auguſtine ſatthe in bts :0- book Contra Fauſtum. Ca. 21: 
Chriſtes fleſh and blood was 1n the olde Teftament promiſed by fimili- 
rudes and fignes of their ſacrifices, and was exhibited indeed and in trueth 
vpon the crofle, but the fame is celebrated by a Sacrament of remem- 
brance ypon the aulter. * OT And . 


Queſtion 57. 


Cap 13. 


Contra Maxi. 
minum. Li, 
Ca ' a2. 
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And in his book, De fide ad Petrum. Ca. rg. hy ſatthe, that in theſe 
Gacrifices, meaning of rhe olde lat, itis figurariuely figaiicd, what was 
then tobe giuen : batin this ſacrifice it is euidentlye ſignified what is alrea- 
dy giuen (b:nderſtanding in the ſacrifice bpon the aulter) che remem- 
brance 2nd thanks giving for the fl:ſhe, which he offered for vs, and for 
the bloode which he ſhed for vs ypon the croſle: as tn the ſame place - 
and eutdently chere tt may appeare. 

Inotyer eutoent and cleer place wher in it appeareth, that by 
the Sacramental bzead, which Ch2ifte caſledbis bodye, be ment a 
figure- of bis » As vpon the 3 Pſalme , where S. Auguſtine 
ſpeakerh this in plain termes. 

Chriſte did admit Iudas vnto the feaſte, in the which he commended 
ynto his diſciples the figure of his body. 

This was Chztſtes laſte Supper befoze bis paſſion, wherin be 
did o2deine rhe ſacrament of his body,as all learned men do agree. 

S, Auguſtine alſo in bis 23 Eptſtle to Bonifacius w 
Sacraments doo beare the names of the thinges wbereof thep be 
Sacraments, both tn Baptiſme, and tn the Lozds table, even as 
we call euerp friday, the dap of Cheziftes paſſion: andeverp 

Eafter daye, the daye of Chziſtes reſurreftion : wben in very deed 
there was but one day wherin be fuffred, and but one day 
wherin be role. And why doo we then call them ſo, which are not ſo 
tndeede, but becauſe they are tn libe time and courſe of the yeere, 
as thoſe days were, whertr theſe thinges were doone $ - 

Was Chriſte, ſatthe ſainre Auguſtine, offered any more but once ? 
And he offered himfclf. And yer ina Sacramente or repreſentation not 
onelye cuerye ſolemae feaſt of Eaſter, bur alſo every daye to the People 
he is offered : ſo that he dooth not lye that ſaith : he is euery day offcred, 

For if Sacraments had not ſome fimilitude or likenes of thoſe things, 
whereof they be :acraments, they conlde in no wiſe be Sacraments: and for 
their ſimilitudes or likenes : commonly they have the names of the things, 
whereof they be Sacraments. Therefore 2s after a certaine manner of 
ſpeech, the Sacrament of Chriſts body, is Chrifth body, the S2cramente of 
Chriſtes blood,is Chriſts bloode,ſo lixewiſe the Sacrament of fajth is faith. 

Atrer this maner of ſpeach. 2s &, Auguſtine teacheth tnbts que- 
ſttenes Super Leuiticum and Contra Adimantym, tt is (atd tht ſcrip« 
ture, that vij. cares of corne be yij, yeeres, ſcuen Kine be ſeayen yeeres, 
and the rock was Chriſte : and blood is the ſoule, the. which laſt ſaping 
(faith Saint Auguſtine) tn bis bocke Contra Adimantum {fg bndet« 
tgnded ts bee ſpoken by a ligne 0 figit: e. 

For the Lord -himlelfe did not ſlicke to (aye. Ahis £6.mp bodp, when 
hee gaue'the figne.of his body. For we muſt not conſider in Sacramentes, 
laithe S- Auguſtine ty an.otber;, {act what they be ; but what they 
doo fignifie, or they be figns of things, b<1nge one thing in themſelves, 
and yer figaifying an nother thing, | | 
Foz 
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Foz the heauenly bread ( ſaith be) ſpeakinge of the Sacramentall 
bzeade by ſome maner of 
deed it is the ſacramente = — , 

What can be moze platne, oz moze cleerly ſpoken , then are 
thefs places of &, Augultine befoze rehearſed, if men were not ob» 
tinately bent to matntatne an bntrueth, and to recetue nothinge 
whatſoever dooth ſet it foozthe, Pet one place moze of &. Augu- 
ſtine wil I aſleage, which ts bery cleace to this purpoſe, that 
Chziftes naturall body is in beauen, and not beer cozpezally tn 
the Sacrament, and ſo let bim departe. 

In bts 50. treatice, wbiche be weiteth bpon Toho, be teacheth 
plainly and cieerly how Cheiſte being both God and man, is both 
heer after a certaine maner, and yet in heauen, and not beere 

bis naturall body and ſubſtance, which be took of the bleſſed 
birgin Mary : ſpeaking thus of Chzifte and ſayinge : By his deuine 
Mateſtie, by his prouidence and by his ynſpeakeable and inuincible grace 
that is which he ſpake : Beholde, Iam with you ynto the ende 
of the Worlde. .But as concerning his fleſh which hee took in his incar- 
natione, as touchinge that whiche was borne of the Virgine as concern- 
inge that whiche was apprehended by the Iewes and crucified ypon atree, 
and taken down from the croſle, lapped in linnen clothes, and buried, 
and roſe againe, and appeared after his reſurrection, as concerninge the 
fleſhe, he ſaid ; ye ſhall not ever haue me with you. Why ſo? For as 
concerning kis fleſhe, he was conuerſant with his Diſciples xl. daies, and 
they accompanying,ſecing and not following himyhe wentyp into heaven, 
and is net heere. By the preſence of his deuine maieſtic he did not deparrte ; 
as concerninge the preſence of his deyine maieftie, we haye Chriſte ever 
with us ; but as concerninge the preſence of his fleſh, he ſaid truely to his 
diſciples ; ye ſhall not ever have me with you. For as concerninge the 

reſence of his fleſhe, the Church had him bue a few daies; nowe ic 
holderh him by Faith, though it (ſe him not. 

- A bus much &S, Auguſtine ſpeaketb repeating one thing ſooften 2 
and all ro declare and teach, bow we ſhould bnderftand the maner 
of Chziſtes beinge heere with vs : whiche ts by bis grace, by big 
pzobtdence,and by his deutne nature, and hot he is abſenr by bts 
naturall bodye whiche was bozn of the btrgin Pary.dted,s roſe foz 
us, and ts aſſendedinto beaven, 8 there ſttreth, as in tbe articles 
of our tatrh on tbe rtghr hand of Gad, and rhence (and from none 
other place ſatth ©. Auguſtine) be ſhall come on the latter daye, ta 
tudz* the qufck and the dead» At the whtch daye the righteous (þall 
then ltir up tbetr beads, and rhe light of Gods trueth tþal ſo thine 2 
that ſaiſþbood and errours ſþall be put tnita perpetuall contuſion 3 
rtgbtevuſnes ſbail bave rhe vpper hand, and truetb that daye tþail 
beare awaye che bicozye , - th' enemies therct quize ouer» 
thzowen, tobe troden bnder foo by euverimozes D Lozd 

I 


:ach is called Chiiſtes body, win in very * 
body, &c. = wy 


29 


46 


Gclaſius. 


Joh. 173 


A Declaration of the Lords Supper. 
D Lozd, Lozd, Jbeſeechtbee baſten this day, then fþalt thote 


* be gloztified with the glozy due unto thy boly name, and unto thy 


deutne maiteſty : and we ſþal ſing unto tbee, tn all toy, andfelict- 
tie, laude and pzaiſe foz ever mcz2e. Amen, | 

fer not would J make an end. Foz me thinks, "S. Auguſtine 
is in tbis matter ſo full andplaine, and of that authoztrye, rbat it 
fþswld not ned after this bts declaration, being ſo firmelye 
grounded bpcn Gods woozde, and ſo well agreeinge with the otbec 


- ancient Authozs, to being in fo? the confirmation of this matter 


any moe? and ret I ſatde, J would alleage thze of tbe Latin 
Church, to teſitfie the truethe in this cauſe. Note there foze the 
laſte of all ſþal be Gelafius, whiche was a Biſþop of Rome, but one 
that was Wiſþop cf that See befoze the wicked bſurpation and tt- 
ranny therof ſpzed and burſt out abzoade into al the wozld. Foz. 
tbis man was befoze Bonifacius, pea and Grigorye the tirſte : in 
whoſe dates bothe cozruption of doftrine and rirannicall vſurpa- 
tton did chefiye growe, and bad the bpper hand. ; 

Gelafius tn an Epiſtle of the two natures of Cheifte, Contra Eu- 
tichen, wetteth thus: The Sacraments of the body and blood of 
Chriſte, which we receiue, are godly things wherby and by the ſame wee 
are made partakers.of the devine nature, and yet ncuerthelefſe the ſub- 


. ſtance or nature of the bread and wine dooth not departe nor goe away. 


Note theſe woozds I beſ&che you, andconſider, whether any 
thing can be moze plainelp ſpcken, then theſe woozdes be againſt 
the errour of Tranſ\ubſtantiatione, which is the ground and bit- 
= — wherupon ſpzinge all the hogrtble errours befoze re» 

rievg. ; 

Wiherfoze ſeing that tbe falſhood dooth appeare ſo manifeſtlpe, 
andby (0 many wates ſo platniy, ſoclerly and ſo fullre, that no 
man nedeth tobe decetued, but be that wtll not ſe&, oz will not bn» 
derſtande: let bs al tbar dco loue the trueth, embzace it, and 


- foeſake the faiſþood, Foz be that loueth the trueth, ts of God 2 


and tbe lack of the loue therof ts the cauſe why God ſuffereth men 
to fall into errours, and to pe Lax rea and as S, Paule 
ſateth, wbp be ſendeth bnto them tl that they beleue Iyes, 
vnto their own condemnation 2 becavſe (ſatthe þe ) they loued 
nor the trueth. This truethno doubte ts Gods woozd. 
bim ſelfſaith bnto bts father : Thy woord is trueth, The loue and 
light wherof almighty God our heauenly father giue bs, andligbt- 


en it in our barts be bis boly ſpirit thzough Jeſus Chziſte our 


» Amen. 
Vincit Veritas. | 
Mr. 


ah 


Mr. FO X 2d Volume of Acts and Monu- 
ments, Edit. London, 1684. 


Lib. 9. pag. 106. The Diſputation held at Cambridge be- 
fore the Kings Commiſſioners, June 20. 1549. wherein 
Biſhop Ridley moderated. 


C3 Well, yet once again to you, thus. ' The very true Bo- P, 1cs. 


dy of Chriſt is to be honoured, but the ſame very true Bo- 
dy is in the Sacrament: Ergo, the Body of Chrilt in the Sacra- 
ment, is to be honoured. 

Rocheſt, Wellbeloved Friends -and Brethren in our Saviour 
Chriſt, you muſt underſtand that this Diſputation, with other 
that ſhall be after this, are appointed to . ſearch for the plain 
truth of the Holy Scriptures in theſe matters of Religion, which 
of a long Seaſon have been hidden from us by the talſe Gloſles 
of the Church of Rome, and now in our days muſt be revealed 
to us Engliſhmen through the great Mercy of God principally ; 
and ſecondarily, through the moſt gentle Clemency of our natu- 
ral Sovercign Lord the Kings Majeſty, whom the living Lord 
long preſerve to reign over us in Health, Wealth and Godlinels, 
to the maintenance of Gods holy Word, and to the extirpation of 
all blind Gloſſes of Men,that go about to ſubvert the Truth. Be- 
cauſe therefore, that I am one that doth love the Truth, and have 
profeſſed the ſame amongſt you ; therefore I ſay, becauſe of con- 
ferring my mind with yours, I will here gladly declare what I 
think in this point now in Controyerly. Not becauſe this wor- 
ſhipful Doctor hath any need of my help in diffolving of Argu- 
ments propoſed againit him; for as me ſeemeth, he hath anſwered 
hitherto very well, and Clerkly, according to the Truth of Gods 
Word. But now to the purpoſe, I do grant unto you (Mr. Op- 
ponent) that the old Ancient Fathers do record and witneſs a cer- 
tain Honour and Adoration to be due unto Chriſts Body, but 
_ they ſpear not of it in the Sacrament, but of it in Heaven, at 
the right hand of the Father, as holy Chryſoſtome ſaith, Honour 
thu it , and then eat it, but _ Honour may not be given to 

2 the 


3% 


A Diſputation in Cambridge 


the outward ſign, but to the Body of Chriſt it ſelf in Heaven. 
For that Body is there only in a ſign virtually, by Grace, in 
the exhibition of it in Spirit, Eff:& and Faith, to the worthy 
receiver of it. For we receive virtually only Chriſts Body in 
the Sacrament. 

Glin. How then (if it pleaſe your good Lord(hip) doth Baptiſm 
differ from this Sacrament? For in that we receive Chriſt alſo by 
Grace, and virtually. 

Rocheſt. Chriſt is preſent after another ſort in Baptiſm, than in 
this Sacrament; for in that he purgeth and waſheth the Infant 
from all kind of Sin, but here he doth feed ſpiritually the receiver 
in Faith with all the merits of his bleſſed Death and Paſſion 
and yet he is in Heaven ill really and ſubſtantially. As for 
Example, The Kings Majeſty , our Loxd and Maſter, is but in 
one place, whereſoever that this Royal Perſon is abiding for the 
time, and yet his mighty Power and Authority is every where 
in his Realms and Dominions : Sv Chriſts real Perfon is only in 
Heaven ſubſtantially placed, but his might is in all things created 
effetually. For Chriſts Fleſh may be underſtood for the Power, 
or inward Might of his Fleſh. : 

Glin. If it pleaſe your Fatherhood, St. Ambroſe, and St. Auguſtine 
do ſay, That before the Conſecration, it is but very Bread , and 
aſtex the Conſecration, it is called the very Body of Chriſt, 

Madew. Indeed it is the very Bedy of Chrift Sacramentally af- 
ter the Conſecration, whereas before it is nothing but common 
Bread 3 and yet, after that, it is the Lords Bread; and thus muſt 
St. Ambroſe, and St. Awguſtine be underſtood. 

Glin. The Bread after Conſecration doth feed the Soul, Ergo, 
The ſubſtance of common Bread doth not remain. The Argu- 
ment is good, for St. Ambroſe, De Sacramentis, ſaith thus, After 
the Conlecration there is not the thing that Nature did form, 
but that which the bleſſing doth confecrate. And if the Bene- 
diction of the Prophet Els did turn the nature of Water ; how 
much more then doth the BenediQtion of Chriſt here, both God 
and Man ? 

Madew. That Book of St. Ambroſe is ſuſpe&ed to be none of 
his Works. 

Rocheft. So all the Fathers ſay. 

Glin. E do marvel at that, for St. Aguſtin in his Book of Re- 
tractations maketh plain, that that was his own very Work. 

Rocbeſt. 


about the Sacrament. 


Rocheſt. He ſpeaketh indeed of ſuch a Book ſo intituled, to 
St. Ambroſe, but yet we do lack the ſame Book indeed. 

Glin. Well, let it then paſs to other mens Judgments. What 
then ſay you, to holy St. Cyprian.1200 years patt? Who faith, 
That the Bread which our Lord gave to his Diſciples, was not 
changed in form or quality, but in very nature, and by the Al- 
mighty word was made Fleſh. | 

Madew. 1 do anſwer thus, That this word Fleſh may be taken 
two ways, Either for the ſubſtance it ſelf, or elſe for a natural 
property of a fleſhly thing, So that Cyprian there did mean of a 
natural Property, and not of fleſhly Subſtance. And contrariwiſe 
in the Rod of Aaron, where both the Subſtance, and alſo the 
Property was changed. 

Glin, Holy St. Ambroſe faith, The Body there made by the 
mighty Power of Gods word, is the Body of the Virgin . 

Rocheft. That is to ſay, That by the Word of God, the thing 
hath a Being, that it had not before, and we do conſecrate the 
Body, that we may receive the Grace and Power of the Body of 
Chriſt in Heaven, by this Sacramental Body. 

Glin. By your Patience (my Lord) if it be a Body of the Vir- 
gin (as St. Ambroſe ſaith) which we do conſecrate as Miniſters by 
Gods holy Word, then muſt it needs be more than a Sacramental, 
or Spiritual Body , yea, a very Body of Chriſt indeed ; yea, the ſame 
that is ſtill in Heaven, without all moving from place to place,un- 
fpeakably, and far paſſing our natural Reaſon, which is in this 
Myſtery (o captivate, that it cannot conceive how it is there, 
without a lively Faith to Gods word. But let this paſs. You 
do grant that this Bread doth quicken or give Life, which if it do, 
then it is not a natural Bread , but a ſuper-ſubſtantial Bread. 

Rocheft. So doth the effeCtual and lively Word of God, which 
for that it nouriſheth the Soul, it doth give Life; for the Di- 
vine Eſſence infuſcth it ſelf unſpeakably into the faithful Receiver 
of the Sacrament. 

Glin. How then ſay you to holy Damaſcene , a Greek, Author , 
who as one Tritenws ſaith, flouriſhed one thouſand years paſt; he 
faith thus, The Body that is of the holy Virgin Mary is joyned to 
the Divinity after the Conſecration in verity ; and indeed, not ſo 
as the Body once aſſumpted into Heaven,- and fitting on the Fa- 
thers right Hand, doth remove from thence and cometh down 
at the Conſecration time; but that the ſame Bread and Wine. 
are 
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are fubſtantially tranſumpted into the very Body and Blood of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. It (faith he) thou doſt not know the man- 
ver how it is brought to pals, let it be enough to thee to believe 
that it is done by the Operation of the Holy Ghoſt; and we do 
know no more, but that the living Word of God is working, and 


| Almighty but the very manner how, is inſcrutable tous; and no 


great marvel, ſaith he, for we cannot” wcll expreſs how the ma- 


terial Bread, Wine or Water are tranſumpted naturally into the 


ſame Body and Blood of the Receiver,and be become another Body 
than they were before. So ſaith this great Ancient Clerk; alſo this 
Shew-brcad with Wine and Water, are changed by the coming of 
the Holy Ghoſt, into Chriſts Body and Blood, and they benot two 
Bodies there, but very one (of Chriſt) and the ſame. 

Rocheſt Firſt, I deny (Maſter BoGtor) that Damaſcene was one 
thouſand years paſt: Secondarily, I ſay, That he is not to be hol- 
den as an Ancient Father, for that he maintaineth in his Works, 
evil and damnable Doctrine, as the worſhipping of Images and 
ſuch like. Thirdly, I ſay, That indeed God by his holy Spirit, is 
the worker of that which is donein the Sacrament. Alſo I grant, 


| that there is a Mutation of the common Brcad and Wine fpiritu- 


ally into the Lords Bread and Wine, by the ſanGifying of them in 
the Lards Word.But I deny that there is any Mutation of the Sub- 
Kances z for there is no other change there indeed, than there is 
in us, which when we do receive the Sacrament worthily, then 
are we changed into Chriſts Body, Bones and Blood, not in na- 
ture, but ſpiritually, and by Gracez much like as Iſaiah ſaw the 
burning Coal, even ſo we ſee not there the very fimple Bread, as 
it was before the Conſecration; for an Union cannot be but of 
two very things.Wherefore,if we be joyned to Chrilt receiving the 
Sacrament, then there is no Adnihilation of Bread, which is when 
it is reduced to nothing, as it is in- your feigned Tranſubſian- 
tiation, ; 

Glin. So I perceive you would have me to grant that the Say 
crament is but a Figure, which Theophylatius doth deny. 

Rocheſt. You ſay Truth, he denieth it indeed to be a Figurez 
but he meaneth, that it is not only a Figure. 

Glin. Whereas St. Paxl faith, That we being many, are one 
Bread, lic ſpcaketh not, nor mcancth one material Bread, as you 
co here, E7o, he ſpeaketh of heavenly Bread. And holy Chryſoftome 
upon Matthew faith, That the Palchal Lamb was a Figure, but 
the 
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the Myſtery is the verity. For the Diſciples would not have been 
offended to have drunk a figure of Chriſt's Blood, being well ac- 
cuſtomed to figures. For Chrift did not inſtitute a hgure 
for a figure, but the clear verity inſtead of the figure, as St. 2b 
faith, Grace and Verity was given by Chriſt. Doſt thou ſee 
Bread? ( faith Chry/oftome ) doth it avoid or pals as other meats 
do which we receive? God forbid. Ergo, &c. ' 

Madew. T hat ancient Clerk Origen, upon the 15th of St.Matth. 
faith thus, As touching that which is material in the Sacrament, 
it deſcendeth and ifſueth out as other nutriments do; but as con- 
cerning that which is celeſtial, it doth not ſo, 

Glin. Chryſoft. Homily 83. upon Matthew ſaith, That we can» 
not be deceived of Chriſt's Word, but our natural Senſes may be 
deceived in this point, very ſoon and eaſily ; his faid words can« 
not be falſe, but our ſenſes be many times beguiled of their 
judgments. Becauſe therefore that Chriſt ſaid, This is my body, 
let us not at any hand doubt (faith he) but let us believe it, and 
well perceive it with the eyes of our underſtanding. And with- 
in a little after in that place he faith thus, It was riot enough that 
he was become man, and afterwards was ſcourged for us, but 
alſo he did reduce and bring us to be as one body with him, not 
through Faith only, but in very deed alſo he maketh us his Body, 
And atter that he faith, that theſe works are not of mans power, 
But the ſame things that he wrought in his laſt Supper, he now 
worketh alſo by his Precept to his right Miniſters, . and we do oc- 
cupy the place of the ſame Miniſters, but he it is that doth ſanQify 
and Arr noun the creatures, he performeth (till the ſame, 

Rocheſft. Mr. Do&or, you mult underſtand, that in that place 
St. Chryſoſtome ſheweth us that Chriſt delivered to us no ſenſible 
thing at his laſt Supper. 

Glin. Honourahle Sir, by your patience I grant that he gaveto 
his Diſciples no ſenſible thing in ſubſtance, but a thing inſenfible, 
his own precious Body and Blood, under the only kinds of Crea- 
tures. And truly, as it ſeemeth, Theophylatins beſt knew the 
meaning of Chryſoſtome, becauſe all Authors accept him as a faith- 
ful Interpreter of him. And he hath theſe fame plain words 
Tranſelemented and Transformed. Alſo Theophylatins Alexandri- 
us ſuper Marcum, Cyrillus, and St. Auguſtine faith, That before 
the conſecration it is bread, but afterwards it is Chriſts very Bo« 
dy. In like manner St, Auguſtine upon the 33d Pſalm faith, That 
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in the laſt Supper Chriſt did bear himſelf in his own hands. 
Now every man may bear the figure of his body in his own 
hands, but St. Awgaſtin faith it there for a Miracle. Irenexs in 
his fifth Book is of the ſame mind. And St. Awſtin faith,-I do 
remember my words, &c. The Law and Figures were by Moſer, 
but the verity and Body came by Chrilt. 

Rocheſt, Well, ſay what you liſt, it is but a hgurative ſpeech, 
like to this, If you will receive and underſtand, he is Elias, for 
a property, but indeed he was not Elias, but Fobn the Baptiſt. 
And {o in this place Chriſt calleth it his Body, when it was very 
Bread. But better than the common Bread , becauſe it was 
ſanifed by the Word of Chriſt. 

Langdale. 1 will prove it by another means. Chriſt did ſuffer 
bis moli glorious paſlion for us really and ſubſtantially ; Ergo, He 
is alſo in the Sacrament ſubſtantially. The Argument is good, 
becauſe that it is the ſame here that was there crucified for us; ' 
howbeit here inviſibly, indeed ſpiricually and facramertally, but 
there viſibly, and after a mortal and moſt bloody manner, 

Rocheſt, Mr. Langdale, your Argument doth well conclude, 
in caſe that his Body were here in the Sacrament after ſuch a ſort 
as it was when it was betrayed : But that is not ſo; for he was 
betrayed and crucitied in his natural body ſubſtantially and really 
in very deed; but in the Sacrament he is not ſo, but ſpiritually 
and figuratively only. | 

Langd. By your good Lord(hips favour that is not fo, for he 
is there not figuratively, but verily and indeed by the power of 
his mighty Word, yea even his very own natural body under the 
Sacrament duly pertormed by the lawful Minilter. 

Madew, O ſay not fo, for you ſpeak blaſphemy. 

Langd. No, no Mr. DoQor, God forbid that cither I or any 
man Ie, ſhould be noted of blaſphemy, ſaying nothing but 

the very plain truth, as in my Conſcience and Learning, I do no leſs, 

Rochejt. O Mr. Langdale, 1 wis it becomech you not here to 
have ſuch words, 

Laygd. If it like your good Lordſhip, I gave not the firſt occa» 
fion of them, but only did refute that which I was unjuiily bur» 
thened withall, as reaſon doth require, and it gricved me toheat 
it. Heſaith, if it pleaſc your Lordihip, that there is a mutation 
or change of the Brcad after it is Conſccrated 3 which if it beſo, 
as I grant no leſs, then I would require of him, whether it be 
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changed in the Subſtance or in the Accidents, or clſe in both, or 
in nothing ? No man can juſtly ſay, that there is a change into 
nothing. And all ancient Fathers do agree , that the fame acci- 
dents are there ſtill after, that were bctore 3 nor-dcth any Do- 
Qor ſay, That there is zny mutation both of the Subſtance and 
Accidents alſo 3 Ergo, The Subſtance of Bread is changed into 
ſome other thing that is there really preſent under the forms of 
Bread and Wine, which by Chriſts words muſt nceds be his own 
Bleſſed Body. 

Rocheſt. Sir, you are deceived greatly, for there is no change 
either of the Subſtances, or of the Accidents ; but in very deed 
there do come unto the Bread other Accidents, infomuch that 
Whereas the Bread and Wine were not ſanGitfied before,nor holy, 
yet afterwards they be ſanCtihed, and fo do receive then another 
ſort or kind of vertue which they had not before. 


Rocbeft. Chriſt dwelleth in us by Faith, and by Faith we re- Pag. 118. 


ceive Chriſt both God and Man, both in Spirit and fleſh ; that 
is,this Sacramental eating is the mean and way whereby we attain 
to the Spiritual cating, and indeed for the ſtrengthening of us to 
the cating of this Spiritual food was this Sacrament Ordained, 
- And thele words, This is my Body, are meant thus, By Grace it 
is my true Body, but not my fleſhly Body, as ſome of you ſap- 
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Rocheſt, T acknowledg not his real Subſtance to be there, but Pag. 119. 


the property of his Subttance. 


The Determination of Dr. Nicholas Ridley Biſhop of Rocheſter wpon Pag. 120. 


the Concluſions above prefixed. 


There hath been an ancient cuſtom amongſi you, that after 
Diſputations had in your common Schools,there ſhould be ſome 
determination made of the matters fo diſputed and debated, ef] 
cially touching Chriſtian Religion. Becauſe therefore it hath ſee- 
med good unto theſe worſhiptal Afliſtants joyned with me in 
Commilſion from the Kings Majeſty, that I ſhould perform the 
{ame at this time; I will by your favourable patience declare 
both what I db think and believe my ſelf, and what alfo other 
ought to think of the ſame.Which thing I would that afterward 
ye did with diligence weigh and ponder every man at home {c- 
verally by himſelf. | 

F The 
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The principal Grounds, or rather Head-ſprings of this matter 
are ſpecially hve. 

The firſt is the Authority, Majeſty and Verity of Holy Scripture. 

The ſecond is the moſt certain Teſtimonies of the Ancient Catholick, Fa- 
thers, who after my judgment do ſufficiently declare this matter. 

The third is the definition of a Sacrament. f 

The fourth is the abominable Herefie of Eutiches that may enſue of 
Tranſubſtantiation. ; 


The fifth is the moſt ſure belief of the Article of our Faith, He aſccn- 
ded into Heaven. 
The Firſt Ground. | 
This TranſubRantiation is clean againſt the words of the Scri- 
pture, and conſent of the ancient Catholick Fathers. The Scri- 
pture faith, T will not drink hereafter of this fruit of the Vine, &C. 
Now the fruit of this Vine is Wine. And it is manifeſt that 
Chriſt ſpake theſe words after the Supper was finiſhed, as it ap- 
peareth both in Matthew, Mark,, and alſo in Lake, if they be well 
underfiood, There be not many places of-Scripture that do con- 
firm this thing, neither is it greatly material : for it is enough 
if there be any one plain teſtimony for the ſame. Neither ought 
it to be meaſured by the number of Scriptures , but by the Au- 
thority, and by the verity of the ſame. And the Majeſty of this 
* verity is as ample in one ſhort ſentence of the Scripture,, as in 
a thouſand. | pg BY 
Moreover, Chrift took Bread, he gave Bread, In the As, 
Lake calleth it Bread, So Paul calleth it Bread after the SanQtih- 
cation. Both of them ſpeak of breaking, which belongeth to the 
Subſtance of Bread, and in no wiſe to Chriſt's Body , for the 
Scripture faith, Te ſhall not break,a bone of him. Chriſt ſaith, Do ye 
this in my remembrance. And again, As often as ye ſhall drink of this 
Cp, do it in rememberance of me. And our Saviour Chriſt in the 
tixth of Jobn, ſpeaking againſt the Capernaites , faith, Labour for 
the meat that periſheth not. And when they asked, What ſhall we do 
that we may work the works of God ? He anſwered them thus, This 
is the work of God, that ye- believe in him whom he hath ſent. You ſce 
how he exhorteth' them to faith , For Faith is that work, of God. 
Again, This is that Bread which came down from Heaven. But Chriſts 
Body came not down from Heaven. Moreover, He that eateth 
my fleſh and drinketh my blood, dwelleth in me, and T in bim. My fleſo 
' (faith he) is meat indeed, and my blood is drink indeed. ar = 
ea 
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heard this, they were offended. And whiP they were offended, 
he faid unto them, What if ye ſhall ſee the Son of Man aſcend up 
where he was before *? Whereby he went about to draw them from 
the groſs and carnal eating. This Body, faith he, ſhall aſcend up 
into Heaven, meaning altogether, as St. Auguſtine faith. It is the 
Spirit that quickneth, the Fleſh profiteth nothing. The words that 1 
ſono you,are Spirit and Life,and muſt be ſpiritually underſtood. 
ele be the Reaſons which perſwade me to incline to this Sen- 
tence and Judgment. , 
The Second Ground. 
. Now my Second Ground againſt this Tranſubſtantiation , are the 
Ancient Fathers a Thouſand Years paſt. And fo far off is it, 
that they do confirm this Opinion of Tranſubſtantiation, that plain 
they ſeem to me, both to think and to ſpeak the contrary. 

Dionyſus, in many places, calleth it Bread. The places are fo 
manifeſt and plain, that it needeth not to recite them. 

| Ignatins to the Philadelphians faith, T beſeech you, Brethren, cleave 
faſt unto one Faith, and to one kind of Preaching , uſing together one 
manner of Thankggjving > For the Fleſh of the Lord Jeſus is one, and 
bis Blood is one which was ſhed for us : There is alſo one Bread broke 
for us, and one Cup of the whole Church. 

Ireneus writeth thus : Even as the Bread that cometh of the 
Earth, receiving God's Vacation, is now no more common Bread, but Sa- 
cramental Bread, conſifting of two Natures, Earthly and Heavenly ; 
even ſo our Bodies receiving the Euchariſt, are now no more corruptible, 
having bape of the ReſurreClion. 

Tertwllian is very plain, for he calleth it 2 Figure of bis Body, &c. 

Chryſoſtome writeth to Ceſarius the Monk, albeit he be not re- 
ceived of diverſe, yet will I read the place, to faſten it more 
deeply in your minds; for it ſeemeth to ſhew plainly the ſub- 
ltance of Bread to'remain., The words are thee: 

Before the Bread is ſandlified, we name it Bread : but by the grace 
of God ſantiifying the ſame, through the Miniſtry of the Prieſt , it is 
delivered from the Name of Bread, and is counted worthy to bear the 
Name of the Lord's Body, although the very ſubſtance of Bread not- 
withſtanding do ſtill remain therein, aud now is taken not to be two Bo- 
dies, but one Body of the Son, &c. | 

Cyprian faith, Bread is made of many Grains. And is that na- 
tural Bread, and made of Wheat ? Tea, it is ſo indeed. 


The Book of Theodoret in Greek, was lately printcd at Rome, 
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which if it had not been his, it ſhould not have been ſet forth 
there, elpecially ſeeing it is direQly againſt Tranſubſtantiation : 
For he faith plainly, That Bread ſtill remaineth after the SanTification. 

Gelzſius alfo is very plain in this manner : The $.:crament (faith 
he ) which we receive of the Body and Blood of Chriſt, is a Divine 
Matter : By reaſon whereof, we are made partakers by the ſame of the 
Divine Nature , and yet # ceaſeth not fill to be the ſubſtance of Bread 
and Wine. And certes, the repreſentation and ſimilitude of the Bod 
and Blood of Chriſt be celebrated in the aftion of the Myſteries, 6c. At- 
ter this, he recitcd certain places out of Argz/tine and Cyril, which 
were not noted. 

Ifichins alſo, confefleth that it is Bread. 

Alſo the Judgment of Bertram in this matter is very plain and 
manifeſt: And thus much for the Second Ground. 

The Third Ground. | 

The Third Grownd is the Nature of the Sacrament,which con- 
ſiſteth of Three Things; that is, Unity, Nutrition, and Converſion. 

As touching Unity,Cyprian thus writeth : Even as of many Grains 
is made one Bread, ſo are we one myſtical Body of Chriſt. Wherefore 
Bread muſt till needs remain, or elſe we deſtroy the Nature of a 
Sacrament. 

Alſo they that take away Nutrition, which cometh by Bread, 
do take away likewiſe the Nature of a Sacrament : For as the 
Body of Chrift nouriſheth the Soul, even ſo doth Bread likewiſe 
nouriſh the Body of Man. Therefore they that take away the 
Grains, or the Union of the Grains in the Bread, and deny the 
Nutrition, or Subſtance thereof, in my judgment are Sacramen- 
 taries : For they take away the Similitude between the Bread, and 
the Body of Chriſt ; for they which affirm Tranſubſtantiation, are 
indecd right Sacramentaries and Capernaites. 

As touching Converſion,(that like as the Bread which we receive 
is turned into our Subſtance,ſo are-we turned into Chriſt's Body ) 
R abanus and Chryſoftome are Witneſſes ſufficient. | 

The Fourth Ground. 

They who fay, That Chrift is carnally preſent in the Excharift, 
do take from him the Verity of Man's Nature. Extiches granted 
the Divine Nature in Chriſt, but his Humane Nature he denied. 
So they that defend Tranſwbftantiation, aſcribe that to the Hamane 
Nature, which onely belongeth to the Divine Nature, ug 
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The Fifth Ground is the certain perſwafion of this Article of 
Faith, He aſcended into Heaven, and ſitteth at the Right Hand, &c. 

Auguſtine ſaith, The Lord is above, even to the end of the World 
but yet the oerny of the Lord is bere alfo. For bis Body wherein be wofd 
again muſt be in one place , but his verity is ſpread abroad every 
where. Alſo in another place he ſaith, Let the godly alfo receive 
that Sacrament, but let thens not be careful ({peaking there of the pre- 
ſence of his Body.) For. as tauching bis Majeſty, bis Providence, his in- 
viſible and unſpeakable Grace, theſe words are fulfilled which be ſpake, 1 
am with you to the end of, the World.. But according; t9 tbe, flaſs wbich 
be took upon bim,, according ts that which ws boru of the'Virgin, was 
x oY of tbe Fews, was faſtned to a Treo, taken down again from 

Croſs, lapped in Linnen Cloths, was buried and roſe again, aud af- 
peared after his Reſurreftion, ſo ye ſhall not have me always with you ; 
and why ? becaufe, that as concerning bis Fleſh, he was converſant with 
bis Diſciples forty days, and they accompanying bim, ſ:eing bin, but not 
following him, he went up into Heaven, and is not here, for be fitteth at 
the right hand of bis Father ;, and yet he is bere, becauſe be. is not de- 
parted hence, as concerning the prefence of bis Divine Majeſty. 

Mark and confider well what St. Awgnſtine faith, be is aſcended 
into Heaven, and is not here, (aith he, Believe not them therefore which ' 
ſay that he is here ſtill in »he Earth. 

Moreover, Doxbt not ( faith the ſame Auguſtine, but that Feſis 
Chriſt, as concerning the nature of bis Manhood, is there from whence be 
ſhall come. And remember well and believe the Profeſſion of a Chriſtian 
man, that he aroſe from death, aſcended into Heaven, and fitteth at tbe 
Right band of bis Father, and from that Place and none other (not from 
the Altars) ſhall be come to judge the quick and the dead, and be ſhall 
come, as the Angel ſaid, - 4s be was ſeen to gointo Heaven , that is to ſay, 
in the ſame form and ſubſtance, wnto the which he gave immortality, but 
changed not Nature. Aﬀter this form ( meaning his Humane Nature) 
we may not think that it is every-where. And in the ſame Epilile he 
faith, Take away from the Bodies limitation of places, and they ſhall be 
no-where; and becauſe they.are no-where, they ſhall not be at all. 

Vigilixs (aith, If the Word and the Fleſh be both of one natxre, ſeeing 
that the Word is every-where,; why then is not the Fleſh alſo every-where ? 
For when it was in Earth, then verily it yas not in Heaven ; and now when 
# 45 in Heaven, it is not ſurely in Earth. And tit is ſo certain that it is 
not 
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not in Earth, that as concerning the ſame, we look for him from Heaven ; 
whom as concerning the Word, we believe to be with us in Earth. _ 

Alſo the ſame Vigilis faith, Which things, ſeeing they be ſo, the 
conrſe of the Scripture muſt be ſearched of us, and many Teſtimonies muſt 

gathered, to ſhew plainly what a wickedneſs and ſacriledg it is to re- 
fo thoſe things to the property of the Divine Nature, which do only be- 
long to the nature .of the Fleſh ; and contrariwiſe,” to apply thoſe things 
to the natnre of the Fleſh, which do properly belong to the Divine Nature. 
Which thing the Tranſabtantiators do, whillt they affirm Chriſt's 
Body not to be contained in any one place, and aſcribe that to his 
Humanity, which properly belongeth to his Divinity, as they do 
who will have Chriſt's Body to be in no one certain place limited. 

Now in the latter Concluſion concerning the Sacrifice, becauſe 
it dependeth upon the firft, I will in few words declare what I 
think. For if we did once agree in that, the whole Controverſie 
inthe other would ſoon be at an end. Two things there be which 
do perſwade me that this Concluſion is true 3 that is, certain places 
of the Scripture, and alſo certain Teſtimonies of the Fathers. Saint 
Paxl faith Hebrews the 9th , Chriſt being become an High Prieſt of 
good things to come, by a greater and more perfeit Tabernacle not made 
with hands, that is, not of this building, neither by the Blood of Goats 
and Calves, but by his own Blood, entred once into the Holy Place, and 
obtained for us eternal Redemption, &&c. And now in the end of the 
World be bath appeared once to put away fin by the ſacrifice of himſelf. 
And again , Chriſt was once offered to take away the fins of many. 
Moreover he faith, With one offering bath he made perfeft for ever thoſe 
that are -ſanfiified. Theſe Scriptures do perſwade me to believe 
that there is ne other oblation of Chriſt ( albeit I am not igno- 
rant there are many Sacrifices) but that which was once made up- 
on the Croſs. 

The Teſtimonies of the Ancient Fathers, which confirm the 
fame, are-out of Auguſtine ad Bonif. Epift. 23. Again, in his Book 
of 43 Queſtions, in the 41 Queſtion. Alſo in his 20th Book 
againſt Faxſtus the Manichee, Chap. 21, And in the ſame Book a- 
gainſt the ſaid Faxftrs, Chap. 28, thus he writeth ; Now the Chri- 
ſtians keep @ memorial of the' Sacrifice paſt, with a holy Oblation and par- 
tscipation of the Boly and Blood of Chrift, | A. 

Fulgentius , im his Book 'De ' fide, calieth the ſame Oblation a 
Commemoration.: - And: theſe things are ſufficient for this tim 
for a Scholaſtical Determination of theſe matters. a 
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Biſhop Ridley*s Anſwer to the Three Propoſitions propoſed to bim in the 
Diſpmtation at Oxford, April 12. 1554. 


Received of you the other day, Right Worſhipful Mr. Prolu- 
extor,, and ye my Reverend Maſters, Commithoners from the 
Queens Majeſty and her Honourable Council, Three Propoliti- 
ons; whereunto ye commanded me to prepare againſt this day, 
what I thought good to anſwer concerning the ſame, 

Now whilſt I weighed with my ſelf, how great a charge of 
the Lord's Flock was of late committed unto me, for the which 
I muſt once render an account tomy Lord God, ( and that how 
ſoon, he knoweth ) and that moreover, by the Commandment 
.of the Apoſtle Peter, I ought to be ready alway to give a Rea- 
ſon of the Hope that is in me, with Meckneſs and Reverence 
unto every one that ſhall demand the fame. Belides this, con- 
ſidering 'my Duty to. the Church of Chriſt, and to your Wor- 
ſhips, being Commiſhoners by Pablick Authority , T determined 
with .my elf to obey your Commandment, and fo openly to 
declare unto you my mind touching the foreſaid Propoſitions ; 
and albcit plainly to confeſs unto you the Truth in theſe things 
which ye now demand of me. I haye thought otherwiſe in 
times paſt, than now I do, yet ( Gar call to record unto my 
Soul, I lye not ) I have not altered my Judgment,/as now it is, 
either by conſtraint of any Man or Laws ; either for the dread 
of any dangers of this World ; cither for any hope of Commos- 
dity 3 but only for the love of the Truth: revealed unto» me by 
the Grace of God (as I am undoubtedly perſwaded ) inhis 
holy. Word, and in the reading of the Ancient Fathers. 

Theſe things 1 do rather recite at this preſent, becauſe it may 
happen toſome of you hereafter, as in times paſt it hath done 
tome : mean, if ye think otherwiſe of. the matters propound- 
ed in theſe Propoſitions than I now do, God may open them un- 
'toyou,in time. to come. . 

But howſoever it ſhall be, I will in few words do that. which 
I think ye all look 1 ſhould:do ; that is, as plainly ' as-I can, 1 
will declare my Judgment herein. Howbeit of this I would 
ye were not ignorant, that L will not indeed wittingly _ _ 

ingly 
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lingly ſpeak in any Point againſt Gods Word, or diſſent in any 
one jot from the fame, or tromtheRules of Faith, or Chriſtian 
Religion 3 which Rules that {ame moſt Sacred word of God 
preſcribeth to the Church of Chriſt, whereunto I now, and for 
ever ſubmit my ſelf and all my doings. And becauſe the mat- 
ter I have now taken in hand is weighty, and ye all well know 
how unready Iam ta handle it accordingly, as well for lack of 
time, as allo lack of Books; theretore here I proteſt, that I will 
publickly this day require of you, that it may be lawful for me 
concerning all mine Auſwers, Explications, and Confirmations, 
to add or diminuh whatſoever ſhall ſeem hereafter more conve- 
nient and meet for the purpoſe, through more ſound Judgment, 
better Deliberation, and more- exa& Trial of every particular 
Thing, Having now by the way of Preface and: Proteftation 
ſpoken theſe few words, F will*come to the Anſwer of the 
Propoſitions propounded unto me, and ſo: to the moſt brief Ex- 
plication and Confirmation of mine Anſwers. 


Weſton. Revexend Mr. DoQtar, concerning the lack of Books, 


there is no cauſe why you ſhould complain » What' Books ſoever 
you will name, you ſhall have'them ;:and as concerning 'the 
Judgment of your Anſwers to be had of your ſelf with further 
deliberation, it (ſhall, I ſay, be lawful for you until Sunday next to 
add unto them what you ſhall think good your ſelf, My mind'is, 
that we ſhould uſe ſhort Arguments, left we ſhould make an in- 
finite proceſs of the thiffg 

Ridley. There is another thing befides, which I would gladly 
obtain at your hands ; I perceive that you have Writers and 
Notaries here preſent. By all likelihood our Diſputations ſhall be 
publiſhed; 1 beſeech you for Gods ſake let me have liberty to ſpeak 
my mind freely, and without interruption, not becauſe I have 
determined to protxad& the time with a ſolemn Preface, but left 
it-may appear that-ſome be not ſatisfied. God wot I am no Ora- 
tor, nor havel learned Rhetorick toſet Colours on the matter. 

Weſton. Among this whole Company, it ſhall be permitted you 
to take two for your part. 1 

Rid. I will chuſe two, if there were any here with whom 1 
were acquainited, | 

Wiſton.: Here are two which Mr. Cranmer had yeſterday 3 take 
therw if it pleaſe you. | | 

Rid. I amcontent with them, I truſt they are honeſt men. 


— 


Biſh»p Ridley's Anſwer to the Three Propoſitions, 
The Firſt Propoſition. 

In the Sacrament of the Altar, by the virtue of God's Word ſpoken of 
the Prieft, the Natural Body of Chriſt, born of the Virgin Mary,»and 
bis Natural Blood is Really Preſent under the Forms of Bread and Wine. 

| The Anſwer of N. Ridley. 

In matters appertaining to God we may not ſpeak according 
to the ſenſe of Man, nor of the World, Therefore this Propoſi- 
tion or Conclufion is framed after another manner of Phraſe or 
kind of Speech than the Scripture uſeth. Again it is very obſcure 
and dark by means of ſundry words of doubtiul fignincation. 
And being taken in the ſenſe which the Schoolmen teach, and 
at this time the Church of Rome doth defend, it is faiſe and cr- 
roneous, and plain contrary to the Doctrine which is accurding 


to Godlineſs. 
The Explication. 

How far the diverſity and newneſs of the Phraſc in all this firſt 
Propoſition, is from the Phraſe of the Holy Scripture, and that 
in every part almoſt, it is ſo plain and evident to any that is but 
meanly exerciſed in Holy Writ, that I need not now ( eſpecially 
in this Company of Learned Men ) to {pend any time thercin, 
except the ſame ſhall be required of me hereafter. 

Firſt, There is a double ſenſe in theſe words (by virtze of God's 
Word) for it is doubtful what word of God this is 3 whether it 
be that which is read in the Evangeliſts, or in St. Paxl, or any 
other. And if it be that which is in the Evangeliſts, or in St, Paw, 
what that is. If it be in none of them, then how it may be known 
to be God's Word, and of ſuch virtue that it ſhould be able to 
work ſo great a matter, 

Again, There is a doubt of theſe words ( of the Prieft ) whe- 
ther no man may be called a Prieft, but he who hath Authority 
to makea Propitiatory Sacrifice for the quick and the dead z and 
how it may be proved that this Authority was committed of 
God to any man, but to Chriſt alone. 

It is likewiſe doubted after what Order the Sacrihcing Prieſt 
ſhall be,whether after theOrder of Aaron,or cle after theOrder of 
Melchiſedech ; for as far as I know, the Holy Scripture doth al- 
low no more. 

Weſton. Let this be ſaihcient. 

Rid. If we lack time at this preſent, there is time enough 
hereafter. 

Weſton. Theſe are but evaſions or ftarting holes 3 you conſume 
the time in vain, | G Rid. 
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Rid. Icannot ſtart from you, I am captive and bound. 

Wefton. Fall toit, my Maſters. 

'- Smith; Tat which you have ſpoken may ſuffice at this preſent. 

Rid. Let me alone, I pray you, for I have not much to fay 
behind. 

Weſt. Go forward. 

Rid. Moreover, there is ambiguity inthis word Really, whe» 
ther it be taken as the Logicians term it tranſcendenter, that 1s, moſt 
generally, and ſo itmay ſ1gnihe any manner of thing, which be- 
longeth to the Body of Chriſt by any means ; after which ſort 
we alſo grant Chriſt's Body-to be really in the Sacrament of the 
Lord's Supper, (as in Diſputation, if occaſion be given, ſhall be 
declarcd_) or whether it be taken to ſignific the very ſame thing, 
having Body, Life, and Soul, which was aſſumed and taken of 
the Word of God, into the Unity of Perſon. In which ſenſe, 
fith the Body of Chriſt is really in Heaven, becauſe of the true 
manner of his Body, it may not be ſaid to be here in the carth.. 
There is yet a further doubttulneſs in theſe words wxnder the forms 
of Bread and Wine, whether the forms be there taken to fignifie 
the only accidental and outward ſhews of Bread and Wine; or 
therewithal the ſubſtantial Natures thereof, which are to be ſeen 
by their qualities, and perceived by exterior ſenſes. | 

Now the Error and Falſcneſs of the Propoſition after the ſenſe - 
of the Roman Church and Schoolmen, may hereby appear, in that 
they affirm the Bread to be Tranſubſtantiated, and changed to 
the Fleſh aſſumed of the Word of God ; and that, as they ſay, 
by virtue of the Word, which they have deviſed by a certain 
number of words, and cannot be found in any of the Evangelifts, 
or inS Paxl; and fo they gather that Chriſt's Body is really con- 
tained in the Sacrament of the Altar: Which Poſition is grounds» 
ed uron the Foundation of the Tranſubſtantiation ; which 
Foundation is montizous, againſt Reaſon, and deliroyeth the 
Analogy or Proportion of the Sacraments 3 and therefore this 
Propoſition alſo, which is built upon this rotten Foundation, is 
falſe, erroneous, and to be counted. as a deteſtable Herelie of the 
Sacramentaries. 

Weſton. We loſe time. Ridley. You ſhall have time enough.. 

Weſt. Fall to reaſoning. You ſhall have ſome other day for 
this matter. Rid. Ihaveno more to Ay. concerning my Expli- 
cation. 'If you will give me leave, and let me alone, I. will but 
peak a word or two for my. confirmation. 

W, efron: 
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W:fton. Go to, ſay on. 

The Confirmation of the aforeſaid Anſwer, 

There ought no Dodtine to be eſtabliſhed in the Church of 
God, which diſſenteth from the Word of God, from the Rule 
of Faith, and draweth with it many abſurdities that cannot bo 
avoided. 

But this Doctrine of the firſt Propoſition is ſuch. 

Ergo, It ought not to be eſtabliſhed and maintained in the 
Church of God. 

The Major or firſt part of my Argument is plain, and the Mi- 
nor or ſecond part is proved thus. 

The DofQrine maintaineth a real , corporal, and carnal pre> 
ſence of Chriſt's Fleſh, aſſumed and taken of the Word, to be in 
the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, and that not by virtue and 
Grace only, but alſo by the whole Eſſence and Subſtance of the 
Body and Fleſh of Chriit. 

But ſuch a preſence diſagreeth from God's Word, from the 
Rule of Faith, and cannot but draw with it many abſurdities, 

Ergo, The ſecond part is true. 

The firſt part of this Argument is manifeſt, and the ſecond may 
yet futher be confirmed thus. 
- Weſton. Thus you conſume time, which might be better be- 
flowed on other matters. Mr. Opponent, 1 pray you, to your Ar- 
guments. 

Smith. 1 will here reaſon with you upon Tranſulſtantiation, which 
you ſay is contrary to the Rule and Analogy of Faith. The con- 
trary whereof I prove by the Scriptures and the Doors. But 
beforeT enter Argumentation with you, I demand firſt, whether 
in the ſixth Chapter of John there be any mention made of the 
Sacrament, or of the Real Preſence of Chriſt in the Sacrament ? 

Rid. It is againſt xeaſon.that I ſhould be impeached to proſe- 
cute that whichT have to ſpeak in this Aſſembly,being not ſo long, 
but that it may be comprehended in few words, 

Weſt. Let him read on. | 

Rid. Firſt of all, this Preſence is contrary to many places of 
the holy Scripture, Secondly, It varieth from the Articles of 
the Faith, Thirdly, It deftroyeth and taketh away the Inftitu- 
tion of the Lord's Supper. Fourthly, It maketh precious t' ings 
common to prophane and ungodly perſons ; for it caſteth that 
which is holy unto Dogs, and pearls unto Swine, Fifthly, Tt 
forceth men to maintain many Monftrous Miracles without ne- 
G 2 cellity 


Te{- 


ti- 
ne. 


45. 


B}hop Ridley's Anſwer to the Three Propoſitions. 
ceſſity and Authority of God's Word. Sixthly, It giveth occafion 
to the Hereticks which erred concerning the two Natures in 
Chriſt, to defend their Hereſfies thereby. Seventhly,lIt falſitieth the 
ſayings of the Godly Fathers;it fallitieth alſo the Catholick Faith 
of the Church which the Apoſiles taught,the Martyrs contirmed, 
and the Faithful (as one of the Fathers ſaith) do retain and keep 
until this day. Wherefore the 2d part of mine Argument is true, 
The Probation of the Antecedent or former part of this Argument, by 

the Parts thereof, 

I. This'carnal Preſence is contrary to the Word of God, as 
appeareth, oh. 16. I tell you the truth. It is profitable to you that'1 
go away, for if 1 go not away, the Comforter ſhall not come unto you. 

Ct. 3. Whom the Heavens mnſt recerve until the time of reftoring of all 
things which God hath ſpoken. Mat. 9. The Children of th: Bride- 

oom cannot mourn ſo long as the Brid:groom is with them. But now 
1s the time of mourning. Joh. 16. But I will ſee you again, and 
your bearts ſhall rejoice. Joh. 14+. I-will come again and take you to 
my ſelf. Mat. 24. If they ſhall ſay unto you, Behold bere is Chriſt, 
or there is Chriſt, believe them not, &C. 

2, It varieth from the Articles of the Faith, He aſcended into 
Heaven, and fitteth on the right hand of God the Father, from whence 
(and not from any other place, faith St. Auguſtine.) he ſhall come 
to judg both the quick and the dead. 

3.It deftroyeth and taketh away the Inſtitution of the Lord's Sup- 
per, which was commanded only to be uſed and continued until 
the Lord himſelf ſhould come. If therefore he be really preſent 
in the body of his fleſh, then muſt the Supper ceaſe : For a re- 
membrznce is not of a thing preſent, - but of a thing paſt and ab- 
fent. And there is a difference between Remembrance and Pre- 
ſence, and (as one of the Fathers faith) A Figure is in vain where 
tbe thing figured is preſent. | 

It maketh precious things common to prophane and ungodly 
Perſons, and conftraineth men to confeſs many abſurditics. For it 
afh:meth, that Whoremongers and Murtherers,yea,and ( as ſome 
of them hold opinion) that Mice, Rats and Dogs alſo may reccive 
the very real and corporal Body of the Lord, whercin the fulnefs 
of the Spirit of Light and Grace dwelleth ; contrary to the mani- 
felt words of Chritt in ſix Places and Sentences of the 6th Chap» 
ter of St. Jobn. 

4. It confirmeth alſo and maintaineth that beaſtly kind of Cru» }. 
elty of the Anthropophagi, that is,the Devourcrs of Man's Flcth: for 
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it is a more cruel thing to devour a quick Man, than to flay him. 

Pie, He requircth time to ſpeak Blaſphemies. Leave your Blaſs 
phemies. 

Rid. 1 had little thought to have had ſuch reproachful words 
at your hands. 

Weſt. All is quiet. Go to your Arguments Mr. Doctor. 

Rid. I have not many things more to ſay. 

Weſt. You utter Blaſphemies with a moſt impudent face leave 
off (1 ſay) and get you to the Argument, 

Rid. 5. It forceth men to maintain many monſtrous Miracles, 
without any neceſſity and authority of God's Word, For at the 
coming of this preſence of the Body and Fleſh of Chriſt, they 
thruſt away the Subſtance of Bread, and affirm that the Accidents 
remain without any Subject, and inſtead thereof they place Chriſt's 
Body without his qualities,and the true manner of a Body. And 
if the Sacrament be reſerved fo long until it mould, and Worms 
breed, ſome ſay that the Subſtance of Bread miraculoully re- 
turneth again, and fome deny it Other ſome affirm,that the real 
. Body of Chriſt goeth down into the Stomach of the Receivers, 
and doth there abide ſo long only as they ſhall continue to be good; 
but another ſort hold that the Body of Chriſt is carried into Hea- 
ven, ſo ſoon as the forms of Bread be bruiſed with the Teeth. O 
Works of Miracles ! Truly, and moſt truly, I ſee that fulfilled in 
theſe Men, whereof St. Paul propheſied, 2 Theſſ. 2. Becauſe they 
have not received the love of the truth, that they might be ſaved, God 
ſhall ſend them ſtrong Deluſions, that they ſhould believe a Lye, and be 
all damned which have not believed the Trath. This groſs Preſence 
hath brought forth that fond phantafie of Concomitance, whereby 
is broken at this day and abrogated the Commandment of the 
Lord for diſtributing of the Lord's Cup to theLaity. 

6, It giveth occation to Hereticks to maintain and defend their 
Errors; as to Marcion, who faid that Chriſt had but a Phantaſti- 
cal Body 3 and to Emtiches, who wickedly confounded the two 
Natures in Chriſt. 


7. Fivally.lt falfifieth the Sayings of the Godly Fathers,and the 


Catholick Faith of the Church, which Vigilivs, a Martyr and grave . 


Writer, faith, was taught of the Apoſtles, confirmed with the 
Blood of Martyrs, and was continually maintained by the Faith- 
ful until his time. By the Sayings of the Fathers, I mean of Jw- 
{tin, Irenens, Tertuliian, Origen, Enſebies, Emiſenus, Athanafius, Cyril, 


Epiphanius, Hierome, Chryſoftome, Augxſtine, Vigilius, Fulgentius, Ber-. 


tram, 
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#ram, and others moſt ancient Fathers. All thoſe places, as I am ſure 
I have read, making for my purpoſe; fo am I well aſſured that 
I could ſhew the ſame, it Lmighc have the uſe of mine own Books, 
which I will take to me to do , even upon the peril of my life, 
and loſs of all that I may loſe in this World. 

But now (my Brethicn) think not becauſe I diſallow that Pre- 
ſence which the firſt Propoſition maintaineth (as a Preſence which 
I take to be forged , Phantaſtical, and befides the Authority of 
God's Word, perniciouſly brought into the Church by the Roma- 
aiſts ) that I therefore go about to take away the true Preſence of 
Chritt's Body in his Supper rightly and duly adminiſtred, which is 
grounded upon the Word of God, and made more plain by the 
Commentaries of the Faithful Fathers. They that think fo of 
me, the Lord knoweth how far they are deceived ; and to make 
the ſame evident unto you, I will in few words declare what true 
Preſence of Chriſt's Body in the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper I 
hold and affirm, with the Word of God and the Ancient Fathers. 

I ay and confeſs with the Evangeliſt Lxke, and the Apoſtle Pax, 
that the Bread on the which thanks are given, is the Body of Chriſt, 
ir+ the remembrance of him and his Death, to be ſet forth perpe- 
tually of the Faithful until his coming, 

I ay and confeſs the Bread which we break,to be the Commu- 
nion and partaking of Chriſt's Body, with the Ancient and the: 
Faithful Fathers. 

I ay and believe that there is notonly a ſignification of Chriſt's 
Body ſet forth by the Sacrament, but alſo that therewith is given 
to theGodly and Faithful the Grace of Chriſt's Body, that is, the 
food .of Life and Immortality. And this I hold with Cyprian. 

I fay alſo with'St. Auguſtine, that we eat Life, and we drink 
Life; with Emiſene, that we feel the Lord to be preſent in Gracez 

with Athanaſius, that we receive Celeſtial Food that cometh from 
above; the propriety of natural Communion, with Hilary; the na- 
ture of Fleſh,and Benediction which giveth life in Bread and Wine, 
with Cyril; and with the ſame Cyril, the virtue of the very Fleſh 
-of Chrift, Life and Grace of his Body, the property of the only 
begotten , that is to ſay Lite, as he himſelt in plain words ex- 
pounded it. 

I confeſs alſo with Baſu, that we receive the myſtical Advent 
and coming of Chrift, Grace and Virtue of his very Nature ; 
the Sacrament of his very Fleſh, with Ambroſe ; the Body by 


Grace, with Epiphanizs ; Spiritual Fleſh, but not that which was 


crucified, 
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crucified, with Hieromz Grace flowing, into a Sacrifice, and the 
Grace of the Spirit, with Chryſoftom 3 Grace and inviſible Veri- 
ty, Grace and Society of the Members of Chri(fs Body, with 
Auguſtine, 

j inally, with Bertram, ( who was the laſt of all theſe) I 
confeſs that Chriſt's Body is in the Sacrament in this reſpet ; 
namely, as he writeth, Becauſe there is in it"the Spirit of Chriſt, 
that is, the power of the Word of God, which not only feedeth 
the Soul , but alſo cleanſeth it. But of theſe I ſuppoſe it may 
appear unto all men how far we are from that Opinion , 
whereof ſome go about falſly to ſlander us to the world, ſaying, 
we teach that the Gudly and Faithful ſhould receive nothing elſe 
at theLord*s Table, but a Figure of the Body of Chritt. 

The Second Propolition. | 

Aﬀter the Conſecration, there remaineth no Subſtance of Bread and 
Wine, neither any other Subſtance, than the Subſtance of God and Man. 

The Anſwer. 

The ſecond Concluſion is manifeſtly falſe, direly againſi the 
Word of God, the Nature of the Sacrament, and the moſt evi- 
deat Teltimonies of the godly Fathers; and it is the rotten- 
Foundation of the other two Concluſions propounded by you, 
both of the firſt, and alſo of the third. I will not therefore now 
tarry upon any further Explication of this Anſwer, being con- 
tented with that which is already added afore to the Anſwer of 
the firſt Propoſition. 

The Firſt Argument for the Confirmation of this Anſwer. 

It is very plain by the Word of God , that Chriſt did give 
Bread unto his Diſciples, and called it his Body. 

But the Subſtance of Bread is another manner of Subſtance, 
than is the Subſtance of Chriſt's Body, God and Man. 

Therefore the: Concluſion is falſe. 

The ſecond part of mine Argument is plain, and: the firſt is 
proved thus; 

” The Second Argument. 

That which Chriſt did take, on the which he gave Thanks, 
and the which he brake, he gave to his Diſciples, and called 
it his Body. 

But he took Bread, gave Thanks on Bread; and+brake Bread, 

Ergo, The firſt part is true. 
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doret, Cyril, Rabanus and Bede 3 whole” places I will take-upon 
me to ſhew moſt manifeſt, in this behalf, it I may be ſuffered to 
have,my Books, as'my requelt is. | 

Bread is the Body of Chriſt, Ergo. It is Bread, 

The Third Argument. 

As the Bread of the Lord's Table is Chriſi's natural Body, fo 

it is his myſtical Body. 

But it is not Chriſt's myſtical Body by Tranſubſtantiation, 

Ergo, It is not his natural Body by Tranſubſtantiation, 

The ſecond part of my Arguinent is plain, and the firſt is pro» 
ved thus : As Chriſt, who is the Verity, ſpake of the Bread, 
This is my Body which ſhall be betrayed for you; ſpeaking, theze of 
his natural Body : even fo St. Pax!, moved with the farac Spirit 
of Truth, ſaid, We, though we be many, yet are we all one Bread and 
one Body, which be partakers of one Bread. 

The Fourth Argument. 

We may no more believe Bread to be Tranſubſtantiate into 

the Body of Chriſt, than the Wine into his Blood, 

But the Wine is not Tranſubſtantiate into his Blood : 

Y. —_ is that Bread therefore Tranſubſtantiate into 
Y. 

The firlt part of this Argument is manifeſt , and the ſecond 
part is proved out of the Authority of God's Word in Mztthew 
and Mark, T will not drink, of _—_ of the Vine, 6c. Now the 
fruit of the Vine was Wine which Chriſt drank, and gave to his 
Diſciples to drink. With this Sentence agreeth plainly the place 
of Chryſoftome on the 20th Chapter of Matthew, as Cyprian doth 
_ arhrming, That there is no Blood, if Wine be not in the 

up. 
The Fifth Argument. 

The words of Chriſt ſpoken upon the Cup, and, upon the 
Bread, have like cffe& and working, | 

But the words ſpoken upon the Cup have not virtue to Tran- 
ſubſtantiate, 


Ergo, It followeththat the words ſpoken upon the Bread have 
no {uch virtue. 

The ſecond part of the Argument is proved; becauſe they 
would-then Franſubſiantiate the Cup,or that which is ivthe Cup, 
into the New Teſtament. But neither of. theſe things can be 


done, and very abſurd it.is to confeſs the ſame. 
The 
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The Sixth Argument. 

The Circumſiances of the Scripture, the Analogy and proportion of 
the Sacraments, and the T.ſtimony of the faithful Fathers, ought to 
rule us in taking the meaning of the Holy Scripture touching the Sa- 
crament, 

But the Words of the Lord's Supper, the Circumſtances of the 
Scripture, the Analogy of the Sacraments, and the Sayings of the 
Fathers, do moſt efteQtually and plainly prove a hgurative ſpeech in 
the words of the Lord's Supper. 

o, A figurative ſenſe and meaning is ſpecially to be received in 
theſe words, This is my Body. 

The Circumſtances of the Scripture, Do this in remembrance of me. 
As oft as ye ſhall eat of this Bread, and drink of this Cup, ye ſhall ſhew 
forth the Lord's death. Let a man prove himſelf, and ſo eat of this bread, 
and drink of this cup. They came together to break Bread : and they continued 
in breaking of Bread.” The Bread which we break, &c. For we bing many, 
are all one Bread and one Body, &c. 

The Analogy of the Sacraments is neceſſary ; for if the Sacraments 
had not {ome timilitude,or likeneſs of the things whereof they be Sa- 
craments, they could in no wiſe be Sacraments. And this fimilitude 
in the Sacrament ot the Lord's Supper is taken three manncr of ways. 

I. The fixit conlitteth in nourithing, as you ſhall read in Rabanes, 
Cyprian, Auſtin, Irenexs, ard molt plainly in Ifidore out of B-rtram. 

2. The ſecond inthe uniting aud joyning of many int9 one, as Cy- 
prian teacheth. 

3+ The third is a fimilitude of unlike things : Where, like as the 
Bread is turned into one Body ; fo we by the right uſe of this Sacra- 
ment, are turned through Faith into the Body of Chriſt. 

The ſayings of the Fathers declare it to be a tigurative ſpeech, as it 
appeareth in Origen, Terthllian, Chryſoſtom in {yg Auguſtin, 
Ambroſe, Baſil, Gregory Nazianzen, Hilary, and moſt plainly of all, in 
Bertram. Moreover the ſayings and places of all the Fathers, whoſe 
names þ have before recited againſt the aſſertion of the firſt Propoſi- 
tion,do quite overthrow Tranſubftantiation. But of all moſt evidently 
and plainly, Irenexs, Origen, Cyprian, Chryſoftom to Ceſarins the Monk, 
Awguſtine agoinlt Adamantus, Gelafues, Cyril, Epipbanies, Chryſoftom a- 
gain onthe 20th of Matth. Rabanus, Damaſcene and Bertram. 

Here, Right Wor{hipful Mr. Prolocutor, and ye the reſt of the Com- 
miſſioners, it may pleaſe you to underitand, that I do not lean to theſe 

things only, which I have written in my former Anſwers and Con- 
hrmations, but that I have alſo for the proof of that I have —_ 
waiat- 
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whatſoever Bertram, a man Learned,of ſound and upright Judgment, 
and ever counted a Catholick for theſe Seven hundred years, until 
this our age, hath written. His Treatiſe, whoſoever ſhall read and 
weigh, conſidering the time of the Writer, his Learning, Godlineſs 
of life, the Allegations of the Ancient Fathers, and his manifold and 
molt grounded Arguments, Icannot ( doubtleſs) but much marvel, 
if he haveany fear of God at all, how he can with good Conſcience - 
ſpeak againſt him in this matter of the Sacrament. This Bertram was 
the firlt that pulled me by the Ear, and that tirſt brought me from the 
common Error of the Romiſh Church, and cauſed me to ſearch more- 
diligently and exaQly both the Scriptures and the Writings of the 
old Eccleſiaſtical Fathers in this matter. And this I proteſt before the 
face of God, who knoweth that I lyenot in the things I now ſpeak. 
| The Third Propoſition. 
In the Maſs is the lively Sactiſice of the Church, propitiable and available 
for the fins as well of quick as of the dead. 
The Anſwer to this Propofition. 
| I anſwer to this third Propoſition as I did to the firſt, And more- 
over I ſay, that being taken in ſuch ſenſe as the words feem to im- 
port, -it is not only erroneous, ' but withal: fo much to the Eeroge: 
tion and defacing of the Death and Paſſion of Chriſt, -that I judge 
it may and ought moſt worthily to be counted wicked and blaſphe- 
mous againſt the moſt precious Blood of our Saviour Chrilt. 
The Explication. | 
Concerning the Romiſh Maſs which is uſed at this day, or the lively 
Sacrifice thereof propitiatory and avatlable for the ſins of the quick 
and the dead, the Holy Scripture hath. not fo much as one ſyllable+- 
- There is ambiguity alſo in the name of Maſs: what it figniheth, 
and whether at this day there be any ſuch indeed as the Ancient Fa- 
thers uſed; ſeeing that now there be neither Catecumen: nor Pien:tentes 
to be ſent away. F 
Again, touching theſe words (The liwely Sacrifice of the Church-)There 
is doubt whether they are to be underſtood Figuratively and Sacra- 
mentally, for the Sacrament of the lively Sacrifice (after which ſort 
we deny it not to bein the Lord's Supper ) or properly and without 
any figure; of the which manner there was but one only Sacrihice, 
and that once offered, namely upon the Altar of the Crols. 
Moreover, in theſe words /(as well as) it may be doubted whether 
they be ſpoken in mockage as men are wont to ſay in ſport, of a fook 
iſh and 1gnorant perſon, that he is apt as well in conditions 45 in 
knowledg, being apt indeed in neither of them. both, > 
cre 
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There is alſoa doubt in the word Propitiable, whether it ſignify here 
that which taketh away fin, or that which may be made available 
for the taking away of fin; That is to ſay, whether it is to'be taken 
in the active or in the paſſive ſignitication, or 

Now the falſneſs of the Propotition, after the meaning of the 
Schoolmen and the Romiſh Church, and Impiety in that ſenſe which 
the words ſeem to import, is this; that they leaning to the founda- 
tion of their fond Tranſubſtantiation, would make the quick and 
lively body of Chriſt's Fleſh ( united and knit to the Divinity) to 
lye hid under theaccidents, and outward ſhews of Bread and Wine. 
Which is very falſe, as I have ſaid before ; and they building upon 
this foundation, do hold that the ſame Body is offered unto God, by 
the Prieſt in his dayly Maſflings, to put away the fins of the quick and 
the dead;whereas by the Apoſtle to the Hebrews it is evident that there 
is but one Oblation, and one true and lively Sacrifice of the Church 
offered upon the Altar of the Croſs, which was, is, and ſhall be for 
ever the propitiation for the fins.of the wholeWorld:and where there is 
I of the ſame , thereis, ſaith the Apoſtle, nomore offering 

or fin. 
Arguments confirming bis Anſwer. 

No Sacrifice ought to bedone, but where the Prieſt is meet to offer 
the ſame. 

All other Prieſts be unmeet to offer Sacrifice for fin,but Chriſt alone, 

Ergo,No other Prieſts ought to Sacrifice for fin but Chriſt alone. 
The ſecond part of my Argument is thus proved. 

No honour in God's Church ought to be taken where a man is not 
called as Aaron. 

It is a great honour in God's Church to Sacrifice for Sin : 

Ergo.No man ought to Sacrifice for Sin, but only they whoare called, 

But only Chriſt is called to that honour. 

Ergo, No other Prieſt but Chriſt ought to Sacrifice for Sin. 

That no man is called to this degree of Honour but Chriſt alone, it 
is.cvident;For there are but two only Orders of Pricſthood allowed in 
the Word of God : Namely, the Order of Aaron, and the Order of Mel- 
chiſedech. But now the Order of Aaron is come to an end, by reaſon 
tnat it was unprofitable, and weak 3 and of the Order of Mzlchiſe- 
dech there is but one Prieſt alone, .even Chriſt the Lord, who hath a 
Prieſthood that cannot paſs to any other. 

An Argument. 
That thing is in vain, and to no cet, where no neccſlity is 


wheretore it is done. 
H 2 » To 
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To offer up any more Sacrifice Propitiatory for the quick and the 
dead, there is no neceſſity, ſor Chriſt our Saviour did that fully 
and perfectly once for all, 

Ergo, To da the ſame in the Maſs, it is in vain. 

Another Argument. 

After that Eternal Redemption is Lund and obtained, there need- 
eth no more daily offering for the ſame. 

But Chriſt coming an high Biſhop, &c. found and obtained for us 
Eternal Redemption. 


Ergo, There needeth now no more daily Oblation for the Sins of 
the quick and the dead, 

Another Argument. 

All remiſſion of Sins cometh dr, ws ſhedding of Blood. 

In the Maſs there is no ſhedding of Bloud. - 

Ergo, In the Maſs there is no Remillion of Sins, and (o it follow- 
eth alſo that there is no Propitiatory Sacritice. 

Another Argument. 

In the Maſs the Paſſhon of Chriſt is not in verity, but in a Myſtery 
repreſcnting the ſame; yea even there where the Lord's Supper is 
duly miniſtred. Put where Chriſt ſuffercth not, there is he not of- 
tered in verity: For the Apoſtle ſaith, Not that be might offer up bim- 
ſelf oftentimes, ( for then muſt be have ſuffered oftentimes ſince the beginning of 
the IVorld.) Now where Chriſt is not offered, there is no Propitia- 
tory Sacrifice, . 

Ergo, In the Maſs there is no Propitiatory Sacrifice. For Chriſt ap- 
peared once in the latter end of the World to put fin to flight by the offering up 
of bimſelf. And as it is appointed to all men that they ſhall once dye, and then 
cometh the Judgment : even ſo Chriſt was once offered to take away the Sins 
of many» And wnto them that look, for bim, ſhall be appear again without fin 
unto ſalvation, 

Another Argument. 

Where there is any Sacrifice that can make the comers thereunto 
perfect, there ought men to ceaſe from offering any more Ex- 
piatory and Propitiatory Sacrifices. | 

But in the New Teſtament there is one only Sacrifice now already 
long ſince offered, which is able to make the comers thereunto 
perte& for ever. 

Ergo, In the New Teſtament they ought to ceaſe from offering 
any more Propitiatory Sacrifice, . 

Sentences of the Scripture tending to the ſame end and ſe , out 

which alſo may be gathered other manifeſt —_ for f on. aw Ik. 
thereof. 
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By the which will (faith the Apoſtle ) we are ſantiified by the offe- 
ring up of the Body of Jeſus Chriſt once for all, And in the ſame place 
But this man, after that be bad offered one Sacrifice for ſin, ſuteth for ever 
at the Right hand of God, &&c. For with one Offering hath be made perfed? 
for ever them that are ſandified, and by bimſelf hath he purged our Sins. 1 
beſeech you to mark theſe words (by himſelf: ) the which well weigh- 
ed, will without doubt ceaſe all controverſie. The Apoſile plainly 
denicth any other Sacrifice to remain for him that treadeth under his 
feet the Blood of the T<cltament, by the which he was made holy. 
Chriſt will not be crucified again, he will not his death to be had in 
derifion, 

He bath reconciled us in the Body of bis Fleſh. Mark, IT beſeech you, he 
ſaith not in the Myſtery of his Body ; but in tbe Body of bis Fleſh. 

If any man fin , we have an Advocate with the Father , }:ſuus Chriſt the 
Righteous ; and be is the Propitiation for our Sins z not for ours only, but 
for the Sins of the whole World. 

I know that all theſe places of the Ccripture are avoided by two 
matiner of ſ{ubtil ſhifts : The one is, by the diltinCtion of the bloody 
and unbloody Sacriticez as tho our unbloody Sacrifice of the Church 
were any other than the Sacritice of Praiſe and Thankſgiving, than a 
commemoration, a ſhewing torth, and a Sacramental Repreſentation 
of that one only bloody Sacrifice, offered up once for all. 

The other is by depraving and wreſting the Sayings of the An- 
cient Fathers unto ſuch a ſtrange kind of ſenſe, as the Fathers them- 
{elves indeed never meant. For what the meaning of the Fathers was, 
is evident by that which St, Auguſtine writcth in his Epiſtle to Boniface, 
and in the 83d Chapter of his Ninth Book againſt Fawjtus rbe Manichee, 
belides many other Places ; likewiſe by Exſebius Emiſſenus , Cyprian, 
Chryſoftom, Fulgentizus, Bertram, and others, who do wholly concord 
and agree together in this unity in the Lord, that the Redemption, 
once made in Verity for the Salvation of Man, continueth in full et- 
fet for ever, and worketh without ceaſing unto the end of the 
World; That the Sacrifice once offered cannot be conſumed ; That the 
Lord's Death and Paſſion is as effe&tual, the vertue of that Blood once 
thed, as freſh at this day, for the waſhing away of fins, as it was 
even the fame day that it lowed out of the bleſſed Side of our Sa- 
viour : And finally, that the whole ſubſtance of our Sacrifice, which 
is frequented of the Church in the Lord's Supper, confiſteth in Prayers, 
Praiſe,and giving of Thanks.and in remembring, and in ſhewing forth 
of that Sacrifice once offered upon the Altar of the Croſs; that the 
ſame might «continually be had in reverence by Myltery , which 
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once only, and no more, was: offered for the Price of our Re- 
demption. 264 

Theſe are the things (right worſhipful Mr. Prolocutor, and ye the 
reſt of the Commiiſioners ) which I could preſently prepare to the 
anſwering of your three forcſaid Prophelies, being deltitute of all 
help in this ſhortneſs of time, ſudden warning, and want of Books, 

Wherefore I appeal to my firlt Proteſtation, moſt humbly detiring 
the help of the ſame ( as much as may be ) to be granted unto me. 
And becauſe ye have lately given molt unjuſt and cruel Sentence a- 
gainſt me, I do here appeal (fo far forth as I may) to a more indit- 
terent and jult cenſure and judgment of ſome other Superior, Com- 
petent and Lawtul Judge, and that according to the approved ſtate 
of the Church of England. Howbeit, I confeſs, I am ignorant what 
that is at this preſent, through the trouble and alteration of the (tate 
of the Realm. But if this Appeal may not be granted to mE upon 
Earth, then do I fly (even as to my only Refuge and alone Haven of 
Health) to the Sentence of the Eternal Judge, that is,of the Almighty 
God, to whoſe moſt merciful Juttice towards us, and moſt juſt Mer- 
cifulneſs, I do wholly commit my ſelf, and all my Cauſe, nothing, at 
all deſpairing of the Defence of my Advocate and alone Saviour Jeſus 
Chriſt, to whom with the Everlaſting Father, and the Holy Spirit, 
the Santiticr of us all, be now and for ever all Honour and Glory. 
Amen, 

Ridley, Of Chriſt's Real Preſence there may be a double under- 
ſtanding : If you take the Real Preſence of Chriſt according to the 
Real and Corporal Subſtance which he took of the Virgin, that Pre- 
ſence being in Heaven, cannot be on the Earth alſo, But if you-mean 
a Real Preſence, ſecundum rem aliquam que ad Corpus Chrifti pertinet : 
i. e. according to ſomething that aypertaineth to Chriſt's Body, certes 
the Aſcenſion and abiding in Heaven are no let at all to that Preſence. 
Wherefore Chriſt's Body after that ſort is here preſent to us in the 
Lord's Supper, by Grace, I ſay, as Epiphanines ſpeaketh it. 

T'grant the Bread to be converte& and turned into the Fleſh of 
Chriti, but not by Tranſubſtantiation, but by a Sacramental Con- 
verſion or turning. It is Transformed, faith Theophyla# in the ſame 
place, by a Myltical Bencd i&tion, and by the accefhion or coming of 
the Holy Ghott uncothe Fleſh of Chriſt. He faith not, by expulton, 
or driving away-the Subſtance of Bread, and by ſubſtituting or put- 
ting in- its! place ' the Corporal' Subſtance of Chriſt's Fleſh. And 
where he ſaith, It is not a Figrere' of the Body, we ſhould underſtand 


that ſaying, as he himfelt doth elſewhere- add one, that is, it is no 


naked 


PF 


Biſhop Ridley's Anſwer to the Three Propoſitions. 59 


naked or bare Figure only. For Chriſt is preſent in his Myſteries; nei- 
ther at any time, as Cyprian faith, doth the Divine Majelty abſent him- 
{elf from the Divine Myſteries. 

And I alſo worſhip Chrilt in the Sacrament , but not becauſe p, g, 
he is included in the Sacrament : Like as I worſhip Chriſt allo 
in the Scriptures, not becauſe he is really included in them. Notwith- 
ſtanding, I ſay, that the Body of Chriſt is preſent in the Sacrament, 
but yet Sacramentally and Spiritually, according to his Grace giving, 

Life, and in that reſped& really, that is according to his Bened:Rion, 
giving Lite. 

Furthermore, I acknowledg gladly the true Body of Chriſt to be 
in the Lord's Supper-in ſuch fort as the Church ot Chriſt ( which is 
the Spouſe of Chriſt, and is taught of the Holy Ghoſt, and guided 
by God's Word) doth ar kr, the ſame. But the true Church of 
Chriſt doth acknowledg, a Preſence of Chriſt's Body in the Lord's 
Supper, to be communicated to the Godly by Grace, and fpiritual- 
ly, asI have often ſhewed, and by a Sacramental Signification, but 
not by the Corporal Preſence of the Body of his Fleſh. 

We worſhip , I confeſs, the ſame true Lord and Saviour of p, 65. 
the world, which the Wiſe men worthipped in the Manger ; how- 
beit we do it in a Myſtery, and in the Sacrament of the Lord's Sup- 
per, and that in Spiritual Liberty, as faith S. Arg. 1ib.3. de DoG. Chri- 
ftiana, Not in carnal ſervitude ; that is, we do not worſhip ſervilely 
the ſigns for the things 3 fcr that ſhould be, as he alſo faith, a part of 
a ſervile Infirmity ; but we bchold with the eyes of Faith him pre- 
ſent after Grace, and ſpiritually ſet upon + the Table 3 and we wor- 
ſhip him who fitteth above, and is worſhipped of the Angels ; for 
Chriſt is always ailiftant to his Myſteries, as the ſaid Awgſtine ſaith. 
And the Divine Majeſty, as faith Cyprean,doth never abſent it ſelt from 
the Divine Myſteries; but this Athſtance and Preſence of Chrift, as in 
Baptiſin, it is wholly Spiritual, and by Grace, and not by any Cor- 
poral. Subſtance of the Fleth ; Even fo it is here in the Lord's Sup- 
per, _ rightly, and according to the Word of God duly: mi- 
niſtred, | | 

Ridley. My Proteſtation always fſaved', . that by this. mine 
Anſwer I do not condeſcend to your Authority, in that you are Le- 
gate to the Pope; I anſwer thus, 

In a ſenſe, the firſt Article is true, and in a fenſe it is falſe ; for if 
you take realy for were, for ſpiritually by Grace and Efficacy, then it 
i5true that the Natural Body and Blood of Chriit is in the Sacrament 
vere & realiter, indeed and really ; but if you take theſe terms ſo groſly, 
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that you would conclude thereby a Natural Body, having Motion,to 
be contained under the Forms of Bread and Wine, vere & realiter, 
then really is not Chriſt's Body and Blood in the Sacrament, no 
more than the Holy Ghoſt is in the Element of Water in our Baptiſm. 

Becauſe this Anſwer was not underſtood , the Notaries wilt not 
how tonote itz whercfore the Biſhop of Lzncoln willed him to anſwer 
either Athrmatively or Negatively, cither to grant the Article, or to 
deny it, _ 

k id. My Lord, you know that where any Equivocation ( which 
is a word naving two lignifications ) is, except diſtinction be given, 
no dirc& Anſwer can be made 3 for it is one of Ariſtotle's Fallacies, 
containing, two Queltions under one, ;the which cannot be ſatisfied 
with one Anſwer. For both you and Iagree herein, that in the Sa- 
Cranicnt is the very true and Natural Body and Blood of Chriſt, even 
that wii was born of the Virgin Mary, which aſcended into Hea- 
ven, which fitteth on the Right Hand'of God the Father, which 
ſha)! cone trom thence to judg the quick and the dead ; only we 
dittcr in m«do, in the way and manner of being ; we confels all one 
thing to be in the Sacrament, and diſſent in the manner of being there. 
I being tully by God's Word thereunto perſwaded, confeſs Chriſt's 
N.tural Eody to be in the Sacrament indeed by Spirit and Grace, be- 
cauſe tizat wnoſocver receiveth worthily that Bread and Wine, re- 
ceiveth ctiectually Chrilt's Body, and drinketh his Blood ; that is, he 
is madc eft:Gtually Partaker of his Paſſion; and you make a groſſer 
kind ot b<ing, enclolting a Natural, a Lively, and a Moving Body, 
under the ibape or form of Bread and Wine. Now this difference 
conlidered, to the Queſtion thus I anſwer, That in the Sacrament of 
the Altar is the Natural Body and Blood of Chriſt, vere & realiter, 
indecd and r-zlly. tor ſpiritually by Grace and Efficacy ; for ſo every 
worthy Recciver receiveth the very true Body of Chriſt ; but if 
you mean really and indeed, fo that thereby you would include a 
lively and a moveable Body under the forms of Bread and Wine, 
then in that ſ:iſe is not Chriſt's Body in the Sacrament really and 
indeed. 

This Anſwer taken and penned of the Notaries, the Biſhop of Lin- | 
coln prox oled che ſecond Queltion or Article. To.whom he anſwer'd. 

Rid. Always my Proteſtation reſerved, I anſwer thus, That in the 
Sacrament is a certain Change, in that that Bread, which was before 
common Bread, is now made a lively preſentation of Chriſt's Body, 
and not only a Figure, but cffectually repreſenteth his Body; that even 
as the Mortal Body was nouriſhcd by that viſible Bread, fo is the In- 

**rnal 
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ternal Soul fed with the Heavenly food of Chriſt's Body, which the eye of 
Faith ſeeth as the bodily eye ſeeth only Bread.Such a Sacramental mutation I 
| wg to be in the Bread and Wine, which truly is no ſmall change, but 
auch a change as no mortal man can make, but only that Omnipot 
Chriſt's Word. ; NER 
Then the Biſhop of Lincoln willed him to anſwer directly either Aﬀirma» 


tivgly or Negatively, without further Declaration of the Matter. 
Then he Anſwered : 


idley. That notwithſtanding the Sacramental Mutation of the which 
hee and all the Doctors confeſſed? the true Subſtance and Nature of 
Bred and Wine remaineth z with the which the Body is in like ſort nou- 
riſhed, as the Soul is by Grace and Spirit with the Body of Chrift. Even 
ſo in Baptiſm the Body is waſhed with the viſible Water, and the Soul is 
cleanſed from all filth by the Inviſible Holy Ghoſt , and yet the Water cea- 
{eth not to be Water, but keepeth the nature of Water ſtill. In like fort in 


the Sacrament of the Lords-Supper the Bread ceaſcth not to be Bread. 


 —— 
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Will ſo divide the queſtion , that it 

be briefly reduced to three heads. 

Firſt, I will ſhew that the true Body of 
Chriſt is given to the Faithful in the Sa- 
crament 3 and that the words Nature and 
Subſtance, are not to be rejefted, but 
that the Ancients treating of this Sacra- 
ment did uſe them. In the next place, I 
will ſhew that there is a difference be- 
tween the proper Body of Chriſt, and that 
which is preſent in the Sacrament, and 
that the Ancient Fathers thought ſo. Laft- 
Iy, I will ſhew, what manner of Body 
#bis is, which is received in this Myſtery, 


—— 


Dialla®icon Viri boni & literati 
de weritate, natura atque ſib- 
fſtantia corporis & ſanguinis 
Chriſti in Euchariſtia. 4d cal- 
cem Bece Opuſculorum, Yol. Il. 
Par. 2. p. 31. Geneve, 1573. þ. 


Ce ita partiri placuit,ut ſum- 
matim ad tria capita rcvocetur, 
Primo oſtendam veritatem corporis 
Chriſti in. Euchariſtia dari fidelibus ; 
nec has voces Naturam atque Sub- 
ſtantiam fugiendas efſe , ſed Veteres 
de hoc Sacramento diſſercntes ita lo» 
cutos fuiſſe Deinde diſcrimen cfle 
monſtrabo inter corpus Domini pro» 
frium, & illud quod ineſt in-Sacra- 
mentoz vetereſque Patres ita cenfu- 
iſſe. Poſtremo cujuſmodi fit hoc Core 
pus, quod accipitur in Myſterio, & 
cur co nomine cenſeatur, indicabo, 
I £5 
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and whby it is called by that Name , ac- ſecundum eorundem Patrum ſenten- 


cording to the Dofirine of the ſame Fa- 
thers. | 

The Body of Chriſt is ſo called proper- 
ly and improperly ; properly, that Body 
which was taken of the Virgin. Improperly, 
as the Sacrament and the Church. That 
the Church is not properly theBody of Chriſt, 
cannot be doubted by any. It remaing, 
that we now prove the ſame of the Sacra- 
ment, 

I may eafily be obſerved from what 
Chryſoltom writeth in this place, that 
that which Chriſt called bis Body when he 
ſaid, Take, eat, this is my Body ; and 
which he received together with his = 
files, is in another manner bis Body, than 
is his very Body, which was fed 
with that other. This did eat, that was 
eaten, and each is called his Body, but in 
a different manner. 


He gave the Sacrament of his Body, 
and not the Body it ſelf viſibly concerved, 
that is, bis viſible Body ; which is refer- 
red to his proper Body. But this Body, 
wherever it is, is viſible. 

It is to be obſerved, That the truth of 
the Lords Body may be ſpoken two ways, 
and ought to be. ood two ways. 
Far one verity of bis Body is required in 
the Sacrament, another ſimply and out of 
the Sacrament. 

As for what concerns our purpoſe, the 
rery words of Cyprian ſufficiently de- 
monſtrate, how the Letter is not to he fol- 
lowed in thoſe things, which relate to 
this Myſtery; how far all carnal Senſe is 
#0 be removed, and all things to be referred 
to @ ſpiritual Senſe, that with this 
Bread is preſent, the Divine Virtne, the 


tiam, Þ 33» 34+ 


Corpus Chriſti dicitur proprie 6 
improprie z proprie ; Corpus illud 
ſumptum ex Virgine;z improprie, ut 
Sacramentum 6 Eccleſia. Quod Ec- 
cleſia proprie Corpus Chriſti non ſit, 
nemini dubium eſt; de Sacramento 
_ ut nunc .idem Probemus, p. 
39, 
Non difficile eſt animadvertere ex 
his que (cribit hoc loco Chryſoltomus, 
aliter eſſe Corpus, quod Chriſtus-i 
ſe Corpus ſuum appellavit , cum di 
ceret, Accipite, edite z hoc meum eſt 
Corpus,quod ipſe quoque ſimul ſume-. 
bat cum diſcipulis; aliter ipſum Cor- 
pus proprium, quod illo altero veſce- 
batur. Hoc comedebat, illud comeſum 
eſt 3 & utrumque Corpus, ſed dives- 
{a ratione, dicitur, p. 39. | 

Sacramentum videlicet Corporis 
(dedit) & non ipſum viſibiliter, five 
vilibile Corpus, quod ad proprium 
Corpus refertur. Hoc autem Corpus 
ubicunque elt, vilibile eſt, p. 40. 

Obſervandum eſt veritatem Domi- 
nici Corporis, dup' citer dici ac debe- 
re dupliciter acc, Alia namque 
veritas Corporis requiritur in Mylte- 
rio, alia ſimpliciter & abſque Myſie- 
IiO, Þ. 4Is 

Quod ad noſirum inſtitutum atti- 
net, ipla Cypriani verba fatis indi- 
cant, quam non ſequenda fit litera 
in his quz de hoc Myſterio dicuntur, 

uam procul arcendus eſt carnis Sen- 

us, & ad Senſum ſpiritualem omnia 
referenda ; huic Pani Divine Virtu- 
tis preſcntiam adefſe, Vitz EXterne 
fed 
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effelt of Eternal Lifez that the Divine 
Eſſence is infuſed ; that the Words are 
Spirit and Life; that a ſpiritual Precept 
is delivered ; that this Body, this Fleſh 
and Blood, this Subſtance of the Body 
ought not to be underſtood after a common 
manner, nor according to the Diftates of 
buman Reaſon ; but is ſo named, thought 
and believed , becauſe of certain eminent 
Efeds, Virtnes and Properties, which are 
joyned to it, which are naturally found in 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt, to wit, that 
it feed and quicken our Souls, and prepare 
our Bodies to Reſurreftion and Immorta- 
lity. 

Here it is to be remembred, that the 
words are ſpiritual, and ſpiritually to be 
underſtood ; that it is indeed named Fleſh 
axd Blood, bt that this ought to be un- 
derſtood of the Spirit and Life , that is, 
of the lively Virtue of the Fleſh of our 
Lord, ſo that the Efficacy of Life is con- 
ferred on the external Signs. 

When Theophyla&t ſaid, That the 
Bread is not the Figure of our Lords Body, 
he means that it is not only (or a bare) 
Figure of it, 

See bow Chryſoſtom ſaith, That we 
are really, as I may ſo ſay, turned into 
the Fleſh of Chriſt. Tet who doth not 
ſee that this is a ſpiritual, not a carnal 
Converſion: $0 theBread is really turned and 
ergfiſelementated into the Fleſh of Chriſt, 
but by a ſpiritual , not a carnal Conver- 
fron, inaſmutch as as the Bread obtains the 
Virtue of the Fleſh. 

How much better did Cyprian, Am- 
broſe, Epiphanius, Emyſenus, and 0- 
thers ſpeak, who teach a like change to 
be performed in the Euchariſt , as is per- 
formed in Baptiſm, by which the external 
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cffetum, Divinam infundi efſentiam 
verba Spiritum & vitam eſſe, ſpirituale 
documentum tradi, hoc Corpus, hunc 
{anguinem, & carnem hanc ſubltanti- 
am Corporis, non communi more, nec 
ut humana ratio diQtat accipi oportere, 
ſed ita nominari, exiſtimari, credi, 
propter cximios quoſdam Eftectus , 
Virtutes, & Proprietates conjunctas, 


- quz Corpori & ſanguini Chriſti na- 


tura inſunt 3 nempe quod paſcat ani- 
mas noftras, & viviticet ſimul, & 
Corpora ad Reſurre&ionem & Im- 
mortalitatem preparet, p. 46. 


Hic cogitandum eſt verba ſpiritua- 
lia cfſe, & ſpiritualiter intelligenda ; 
carnem quidem & fſanguinem nomi- 
nari, ſed de Spiritu & Vita, id eſt, 
vivihca Dominice carnis Virtute de- 
bere intelligi, & proinde vim Vitz 
{ignis externis inditam cfſe, Ibid. 


TheophylaQus quum dicit(panem) 
non efle Figuram (Corporis Domi- 
nici) ſenſit non tantum Figuram efle, 


2: 47- Ts 
Ecce Chryſoſtomus dicit, realiter 


utita loquar, nos converti in carnem 
Chriſti, ſed ſpiritualem iſlam non 
carnalem Converfionem ecfle quis non 
videt? Ita reipsa convertitur & tranſ- 
elementatur Panis in carnem Chriſti, 
ſed (pirituali non carnali Convertio- 
ne, quia Panis virtutem carnis afle- 

quitur,. þ. 45. 
uanto melius locuti ſunt Cypri- 
anus, Ambrofius, Epiphanius, Emy- 
ſenus, & alii, qui fimilem Commus- 
tationem in Euchariftia cum ca que 
fit in Baptiſmo. confirmant qua ft ut 
LY Signs 
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Signs remain the ſame , and by Grace 
acquire a new ſubſtance in the ſame man- 


Aer 

The Expoſition and Doftrine of Ber- 
tram, concerning the Sacrament, ought in 
my Opinion to be diligently examined and 
embraced for two Reaſons. 


That this may appear more manifeſtly, 
and be remembred the better , I thought 
it not unfit to ſubjoyn from what I have 
already taught, a certain Compariſon: be- 
#ween the two Budies of Chriſt, 

The proper Body of Chriſt bath Head, 
Breaſt, and diſtin} Meinbers ; the myſti- 
cal Body hath not. The proper Body hath 
Bones, Veins and Nerves ; the myjtical 
Body hath not. 

That is organical ; this is not. 

That is not a Figure ; this is a Figure 
of the proper Body. That is human and cor- 
poreal by its Nature; this is Heavenly, 
Divine, and Spiritual. 

The matter of that is not ſubject to Cor- 
ruption 3 the material part of this is Bread, 
gnd is corrupted. 

That is contained in one place; this is 
preſent, whereſoever the Sacrament is cele- 
brated, but not, as in a-place. 

That is not the Sacrament of another 
Body 3 this the Sacrament of another. 


That was taken of the Body of the Vir- 
gin Mary,and was once created ; this is not 
taken of the Virgin, but is created daily 
by the myſtical Benedigion potentially. 


That is a natural Body, this ſupernatu- 
ral. Laſtly, That is ſimply, properly and 
abſolutely bzs Body , this in a certain re- 

ſped only and improperly. 
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ſigna' maneant- eadem, & per grati- 
am novam acquirant ſubſtantiam fi- 
militer, . 49. | 

Cujus ego viri (Bextrami) Expo- 
ſitionem & de Sacramento viam di- 
ſputandi duas ob caufas diligenter 
expendendam & ampled&tendam arbi- 
tror, þ. 52+ 

Quod ut magis appareat, & me- 
moria reponatur, non inutile fore pu- 
tavi, ex his que ſupra memoravi- 
mus, daxezow quandam. per collatio- 
nem ſubjungere. 

Corpus Chriſti proprium habet 
caput, . pectus, membra dinſtina , 
Corpus myfticum non habet. Corpus 
proprium habet Offa, Venas, Nervos, 
myſticum non habet. 

Ilud organicum eft ; hoc non- eſt. 

Wud Figura non eſt; hoc eſt Fi- 
gura proprii Corporis. Illud naturz 
{ua humanum & corporcum eſt; hce 
Caoleſtc, Divinum, Spirituale. 

Illius materia Corruptionti non eſt 
obnoxia; hujus pars materialis Panis 
clt, & corrumpitur, 

Illud uno loco contineturz hoc, 
ubicunque Sacramentum celebratur, 
adeſt, at non ut in loco. 

Illud non eſt Sacramentum alterius 
Corporisz hoc Sacramentum eſt al- 
terius. \ & 

Ilud de Virginis Maziz corpore 
ſumptum, ſemel creatum eſt; hocde 
Virgine non ſumitur ſed quotidie per 
Benedictionem mylticam potentiali- 
ter creatur. 

Illud naturale Corpus eſt; hoc ſu- 
pernaturale, Denique illud ſimpli-. 
citer, hoc ſecundum quid; illud pro- 
prie & abſolute, hoc improprie Cor» 


pus eli, p. 52, 53s 


Pxtrafts out of Biſhop Poynet's Diallaficon. 


Nor is it enough here, if we flee one 
way of carnally underſtanding it, and fall 
won another. For he who literally un- 
derſtands the eating of the Fleſh of Chriſt, 
and as altho it were a proper Speech, be 
ir a carnal Capernaite 3 whether he ima- 
gine it to be properly done this way , or 
that way. For it is probable that all the 
Capernaites wnderſtood Chrift carnaly , 
but not all the ſame way. 

For it is not therefore to be accounted a 
Spiritual ſenſe, becauſe they ſay the Fleſh 
of Chrif is there-invifibly prefent. For if 
they mean bis proper Fleſh,we do not vhere- 
fore not eat it carnally, becauſe we do not 
ſee it. | 

Now in this Sacrament the ancient Fa- 
thers obſerved two things, for each of 
which it might deſervedly be called and 
eſteemed the Body of Chriſt ; but more 
eſpecially when it comprehends both. For 
the Bread is juſtly called his Body, as well 
becauſe it is the figure of his true Body,as 
becauſe it hath the lively vertwe of it con- 
joyned to it, much morez but moſt eſpeci- 
ally, becauſe it comprebendeth both. 


It is therefore to be admired, what they 
mean, who will not ſuffer it to be called a 
figure, nor acknowledg any figure in the 
words of Injtitution, but contumelionſly 
eall thoſe who own it, Figurative men, 
whereas it is manifeſt that all the Ancients 
did ſo call it. And indeed if there be no 
figure in it, it will be neither a ſign nor 
Sacrament. So that thoſe who traduce the 
maintainers of the other opinion as Sacra- 
mentaries, do indeed take away all Sacra- 
ment from it. 

There is yet another thing, which 
the Ancient Fathers acknowkadgjng, to 


\ 
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Neque hic ſatis eſt,fi modum unum 
carnaliter intelligendi fugiamus,6e in 
alium impingamus. Nam qui Chri- 
ſti carnem cdere ſecundum literam 
accipit, 6 quali locutio propria fit; 
is Capernaita-carnalis cf ; five id hcc 
live ilo modo proprie hieri pu. tat, — 
Nam verilimile ett, Carpernaitas om- 
nes quidem caniliter intellexille, fed 
non oamnes eodem modo, p. 53. 

Non enim idco ſpirituahs ſenſus 
exiſtkmandus eſt, quia dicunt carnem 
Chriſti inviſibiliter adefſe ; nam tide 
propria carne intelligant , non ideo 
carnaliter non edimus, quia non vis 
demus, þ. 54. 

Jam in hoc Sacramento veteres Pa- 
tres duas res aninadvcrterunt; prop» 
ter quas fingulas merito corpus Chri- 
{ti diccretur 6 haberctur, maxinie 
vero cum utrainque comprehendat, 
Nam 6c quia tigura veri corporis pa- 
ms elt,jure corpus appellatur; & quia 
virtutem cjuſdem vitalem conjuns 
ctam habet, multo miagis ; tum verd 
mwaxime quod utrunique complecti- 
tur. 1bi, 

Quo magis mirandum eſt,quid illis 
in mentem veniat, qui hgurata non 
patiantur appellari, ncc tguram in 
Ceenz verbis agnoſcant (ed cy qui 
agnoſcunt, per contumeliam tiguia- 
tores appcllant cum tamen manite- 
ſtum fit Veteres omnes lic appellatſe. 
Quod fi iigura non erit, nec Sig- 
num, nec. Sacramentum erit. Itaque. 
qui in 1llos tanquam <acramentarios 
dicere parati {unt, ipfi orunino Sacra- 
menta tollunt. p. 55. 

Altcrum eſſe diximus, quod vetc- 


xcs Patres agnoſcentes in hoc Sacra» 
be 
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be in this Sacrament , taught it to be 
truly the Body of our Lord ; And that is 
the efficacious and lively vertne of the Bo- 
dy it ſelf, which is joyned with the 
Bread and Wine by Grace and Myſtical 
Benedifiion,and is called by divers names, 
although it be the ſame thing : by Augu- 
ſtine, the Inteligible, Inviſible and Spiri- 
tual Body : by Jerome the Divine and 
Spiritual Fleſh : by Trenzus an Heaven- 
ly Thing : by Ambroſe the Spiritual 
Food and Body of the Divine Spirit : by 
others ſome other like thing. And this 
doth chiefly cauſe this Sacrament to be 
worthy of the appellation of bis true Body 
and Blood , fince it doth not only exter- 
nally bear the Image and Fignre of it, 
but alſo carrieth along with it the inward 
- and hidden natural propriety of the ſame 
Body ; ſo that it cannot be elteemed an 
empty Figure, or the ſign of a thing whol- 
Z abſent,but the very Body of owr Lord : 

rvine indeed and Spiritual, but preſent 
by Grace, full of vertue, powerfil in effi- 
cacy. For this is very frequent, that the 
names of things themſelves be aſcribed to 
their virtue and efficacy. 


The Fathers therefore in Treating of 
the Sacraments, uſe the words Nature 
and Subſtance not Philoſophically but 
Theologically : that is, they ſpeak,not as 
natural Philoſophers, but as men diſpu- 
ting of Divine matters , they give the 
name of Nature and Subſtance to Grace, 
Virtue and Efficacy : the nature of the 
Sacrament ſo requiring. 

But this ( that the Spiritual virtue 1s 
inſcparable from the Elements) zs to 
be underjtood to be true, as long as the 
Sign ſerveth for that uſe, and is direfled 
to that end, for which it was deſtincd by 
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mento vere Dominicum corpus eſſe 
voluerunt, Eff autem virtus iplius 
corporis efhcax & vivitica, que per 
gratiam & mylticam benedictionem 
cum pane & vino conjungitur, & va- 
riis nominibus appellatur, chum res 
eadem fit;ab Auguttino corpus intel- 
ligibile, invilibile, ſpirituale ; ab Hie- 
ronymo caro divina & ſpiritualis z ab 
Irenzo res cceleltis ; ab Ambrolio eſca 
{piritualis, & corpus divini fpiritus ; 
ab aliis aliud fimile quippiam. Et hoc 
multo etiam magis cthcit, ut hoc Sa. 
cramentum dignihimum tit veri core 
poris & ſanguinis nomenclatura:quum 
non ſolum extrinſecus imaginem & 
figuram cjus pre (e terat veriumzetiam 
intus abditam 8& latentem naturalem 
cjuld2m corporis proprictatem , hoc 
eſt, vivihicam virtuten; ſecum trahat z 
ut jam non inanis tigura, aut abſentis 
omnino rei f1gnum exiltimari pollit, 
ſed ipſum corpus Domini, divinum 
quidem & ſpirituale.ſed przſens gra- 
tia, plenum virtute, potens ethcaci- 
tate, Szpe autem ht, ut nomina re- 
rum ipſarum tribuantur carum vir- 
cuti 6 cthcacitati. 1bid. 

Cum agitur de Sacramentis, men- 
tionem faciunt Patres Nature 6 Sub- 
ſtantiz, non qvoixes {cd D640Yixes, 
hoc ett, non ut Philoſophi naturales 
loquunrur , ſcd homines de divinis 
rebus difſerentes, gratiz, virtuti, & 
efficacitati nature ſubliantizque no- 
men impertientes, nimirum Sacra- 
menti natura id poſtulante, p. 57» 

Hoc autem (inſeparabilitas virtmis 
ſpiritualis ab Elementis ) ita intelligen= 
dum ett, quamdiu tignum ei ſcrvit 
uſui & tint accommodatur, cui juxta 
verbum Dei deſtinatum fuerit. Nam 


the 
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the Word of God. For if we apply it to 
other uſes, and abuſe it againſt the infti- 
tution of Chriſt, it cither is altogether not 
a Sacrament, or ceaſeth to be a Sacra- 
ment , 

The dignity and due honour of the $2- 
eraments is not injured, but remaineth 
whole and inviolate, while we confeſ} 
both the truth of the Body, and the nature 
and ſnbſtance of it, to be received by the 
Faithful , together with the Symbols : 
which alſo the ancient Fathers teſtifie 10 
be done. And then this diſtinfiion which 
alſo thoſe Fathers diligently obſerved, be- 
+ ing received between that = or aſſu- 

med Body of the Lord, and this Symboli- 
cal Body, or Sacrament of the Body , the 
analogy of 
which no ways ought to be ſhaken : ſince 
we attribute to each Body his peculiar pro- 
perties. For we ſay that the proper and 
aſſumed Body is in a place, and circum- 
ſcribed with a ſpace, by reaſon of the mo- 
dus of a true Body, as Auguſtine ſaith, 
Cc. 

All men ſee, that we alſo here affirm 
the Subſtance to be preſent, and aſſert our 
Communion with Chriſt naturally, and as 
I may ſay, ſubſtantially. But then theſe 
words ought to be underſtood after the 
manner not of Philoſophers but of Divines. 
Neither ſhould we quarrel about the term 
of Tranſubſtantiation, although barba- 
rous and not in the leaſt neceſſary : Pro- 
vided they meant thereby ſuch a Tranſ- 
mutation of. Subſtances , as the Ancients 
taught : that is, a Sacramental one : ſuch 
as is alſo performed in a man regenerated 
by Baptiſm, who is made a new man, and 
a new creature. Such as is alſo performed 
when we are converted into the Fleſh of 


our Faith is not violated, 
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ſi ad alios uſus applicamus, & abuti- 
mur contra Chrilti inſtitutum : aut 
Sacramentum prorſas non eſt, aut 
Sacramentum eſle delinit, p. 64. 


Sacramentorum dignitas & debi- 
tus honos non leditur, {cd integer & 
inviolatus manet 3 dum 6 veritatem 
corporis & naturam ac ſubſtantiam 
illius una cum ſymbolis accipi fatea- 
mur a fidelibus, quod 6 veteres Pa- 
tres fieri teliantur. Deinde has recep- 
ta, quam iidem Patres diligenter ob- 
ſervarunt, diſtinione inter prorri- 
um five aſſumptum illud corpus Do- 
mini, & hoc ſymbolicum corpus five 
Sacramentum corporis, non peccatur 
in analogiam fidei noſtrz, quz nullo 
pacto convellenda ett: quandoquidem 
utrique corpori que ſua ſunt attribu- 
imus. Proprium enim & afſlumptum 
corpus in loco efſe be loci ſpatio cir- 
cumſcribi dicimus, propter veri cor- 
poris modum ut ait Auguſtinus, &c. 
Thid. | 

Vident ſubſtantiam quoque a nobis 
(in hoc libro) przſentem athrmari, & 
communionem noſtram cum Chriſto 
naturaliter, & ut ita dicam, ſubſtan- 
tialiter przdicari: ſed has voces, non 
ut Philoſophi, ſed ut Theologi lo- 
quuntur, intelligi oportere. Nec de 
Tranſubſtantiationis vocabulo,quam- 
vis barbaro minimeque neceflario,liti-- 
garemus,ſfi modo talem ſubſtantiarum 
tranſmutationem interpretentur, qua- 
lem Veteres agnoſcebant, Sacramen- 
talem videlicet, qualis ctiam in ho- 
mine fit per Baptiſmum regenerato, 
qui novus homo faQtus eſt, & nova 
cxeatuxa ; qualis etiam fit, _ nos 
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Chrift, which examples the ancient Fa- 
thers uſed. | 


If any here requive a Miracle ( for ſome 
Fathers call the Euchariſt a great Mira- 
cle ) it is intruth no leſs wonderful, 'that 
Bread and Wine, which are earthly Crea- 
tures, and apt only to nouriſh the Body, 
ſhould by viri12 of the Myſtical Benedifti- 
on obtain that inward force, and ſuch 
powerful efficacy, as to cleanſe, nouriſh, 
ſanttifig, ardugaret rre to immortality both 
. oat Step y and to make us the 

and one Body with 
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Extrafts ont of Biſhop Poynet's. Diallafticon, 


in Chrilti carnem convertimur: quis 
bus Patres antiqui utebantur exem- 
plis, þ. 65. 

Quod finonnulli miraculum requi- 
runt (nam Patres aliquot Euchariſti- 
am Ingens miracutum nominant)non 
minus profc&d mirandum eſt panem 
& vinum creaturas terrenas, & cor- 
pori tantium paſcendo natas, cam vir- 
tute benedictionis myltice vim inli- 
tam, adcoque potentem efficacitatem 
obtinere, ut & animos & corpora 
mundent, alant, ſaniticent, atque ad 
immortalitatem preparent, ut . nos 
membra Chriſti .6 unum cum illo 
corpus conhciant. Ibid. 


9 
* 


